
INTRODUCTXON 

COMPLAINT 

BEFORE THE 

FEDERAL ELECTION CBHMISSIOAl 

- 
1 The Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee ("DSCC") 7- _. J 

_j. 

c 

files this complaint seeking an immediate investigation by the 7 

a c ;  
> 
* A Federal Election Commission into the illegal spending 

practices of the National Republican Senatorial Campaign 

Committee (WRSCIt) . 

As the public record shows, and an investigation will 

confirm, the NRSC and a series of ostensibly nonprofit, 

nonpartisan groups have undertaken a significant and sustained 

effort to funnel "soft money101 into federal elections in 

violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as 

amended or "the Act"), 2 U.S.C. 5s 431 et seq., and 

the Federal Election Commission (peFECt) Regulations, 11 C.F.R. 

85 100.1 & sea. 

'The term "aoft money" as ueed in this Complaint means funds,that 
would not be lawful for use in connection with any federal election (e.g., 
corporate or labor organization treasury funds, contributions in excess of 
the relevant contribution limit for federal elections). 



THE FACTS IN TBIS CABE 

On November 24, 1992, the state of Georgia held a unique 

runoff election for the office of United States Senator. 

Georgia law provided for a runoff if no candidate in the 

regularly scheduled November 3 general election received in 

excess of 5 0  percent of the vote. The 1992 runoff in Georg 

was a hotly contested race between the Democratic incumbent 

Wyche Fowler, and his Republican opponent, Paul Coverdell. 

a 

The Republicans presented this election as a %ust-win81 

election. Exhibit 1. The Republicans were so intent on 

victory that Senator Dole announced he was willing to give up 

his seat on the Senate Agriculture Committee for Coverdell, if 

necessary. Because of the party's loss of the Presidency and 

poor showing in the Congressional and other Senate races on 

November 3 ,  this race provided the Republicans an opportunity 

to save face. This attitude shaped the steps they took to 

circumvent the legal limits of the law for their candidate in 

this runoff . 

*The NRSC is already the respondent in a complaint pending before the 
Commission for exceeding the coordinated party spending limits of 2 U.S.C. 
441a(d) in the runoff. The national and state parties' expenditure limit 
under 0 441a(d) was $535,608. The NRSC spent almost twice that amount in 
connection with the Georgia general election and runoff. The amounts 
detailed in this complaint are in addition to this already excessive 
spending. 
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Donations from M8c 

Between November 10, 1992 and November 18, 1992 -- after 
the general election in Georgia, but before the runoff -- the 
NRSC made $122,000 in soft money contributions to various 

non-party organizations. Earlier, on October 20, 1992, the 

NRSC had donated an additional $65,000 in soft money to the 

same groups for a total of $187,000. Exhibit 2. Before 

Qctober 20, the NRSC had not made a single soft money donation 

to any non-party group during the 1992 elections. 

Four organizations received the money from the NRSC: 

1. National Right to Life Committee 

10/20/92 
11/17/92 

$15,000 
$45,000 

2. Coalitions for America 

10/20/92 
11/11/92 

$50,000 
$40,000 

3. American Defense Foundation3 

11/10/92 $30,000 

4. Good Government Committee, Montgomery, Alabama 

11/18/92 $7 , 000 

30n March 2, 1993, the NRSC made an additional donation of $170.000 
to ADF for "party building." It would appear that the NRSC has resorted to 
this tactic again to influence the special Senatorial election in Texas. 
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Use ob NRSC Funds 

The donation of funds to these organizations on these 

The organizations are closely dates was not coincidental. 

tied to and have strongly supported the Republican Party over 

time. The public record shows that the groups apparently put 

the NRSC's money to use in the Georgia runoff. 

I. National Right to bife commieeae 

This Committee endorsed Coverdell and participated 

actively in his election during the runoff. The group ran 

radio ads on his behalf and sent out a mailing attacking Wyche 

Fowler. At the same time the NRSC was donating $45,000 to the 

NRLC, its PAC was making over $15,000 in independent 

expenditures supporting Paul Coverdell. 

made a $2,500 contribution to the candidate for the runoff on 

November 18, 1992, the same day many of the independent 

expenditures were made. Exhibit 3 .  

The committee also 

2. Coalitions FOP -erica 

This group is described in the Warnshinaton Representatives 

(1990) as 

A conservative lobbying organization which 
brings together a wide range of organizations 
for the purpose of coordinating strategy and 
organizing grass roots participation in the 
political process. 
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Its founder and National Chairman is conservative 

activist Paul Weyrich. Weyrich noted in a July 1992 interview 

that the conservative movement should "forget about the 

presidency and concentrate on Senate races and House races and 

term limitation initiatives and other things that matter to 

us. Exhibit 4 .  

CFA is designed to help him meet these goals. Created as 

a subsidiary of Weyrich's Free Congress Foundation, its 

principal activity has been the establishment of a satellite 

network for conservatives -- the Empowerment Network. 
Exhibit 5. The network is designed to provide information and 

instructions to conservative activists. As described by 

Weyrich'in an interview with the Heritage Foundation: 

We are also seeing the resurgence of local 
coalitions. James Dobson and Focus on the 
Family [another subsidiary of the Free Congress 
Foundation] are putting enormous resources into 
state family groups, some of which are now 
organized around the Coalitions f o r  America 
satellite network, and which are learning to 
cooperate with each other by virtue of being 
plugged into Washington. We have just begun to 
work on this satellite project and it is 
growing daily. 
headquarters all over America with trained 
activists who can work on an issue at any time. 
This will translate politically. 

We will have movement 

Exhibit 6 .  The network broadcasts to satellite stations 

around the country. The Free Congress Foundation, a 50l(c)(3) 

tax-exempt organization, has published instructions for 
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attaching to the network in its newsletter, Emoowerment. 

Exhibit 7 .  In the same newsletter, Paul Weyrich explains the 

need for his organization: V o  help the citizen activist wage 

a successful struggle against the big-spenders, the 

pornographers, the corrupt politicians and the unresponsive 

bureaucrats. As a successful example of this vqstruggle18, 

Weyrich cites a San Diego citizen who "wrested control" of the 

local Republican party organization from "the liberal 

faction," recruited candidates and mobilized the electorate to 

vote for them. 

Many of the receivers for the Empowerment Network are 

apparently located in churches. In his Heritage Foundation 

interview, Paul Weyrich acknowledged that he has tried to 

organize his various efforts around politically active 

churches, because of their potential ability to organize, 

register and turn out the vote. Exhibit 6 .  

CFA has begun to establish state networks. According to 

the October 19, 1992 issue of Insiqht magazine, the Georgia 

Empowerment Network was scheduled to open in the fall of 1992. 

Exhibit 8. 

In keeping with its 5 501(c)(3) tax status, the Coalition 

maintains that its activities are nonpartisan. Nonetheless, 

the Republican Party's appreciation for its efforts is clear. 
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In 1990, the group received an endorsement from none other 

than Senator Phil Gram, Chairman of the NRSC. Gram, along 

with other Republican party luminaries, have participated in 

CFA's activities. Exhibit 9. 

The ADF is a S 501(c)(3) organization that operates out 

of Alexandria, Virginia. The group takes positions on issues 

of interest to the military (opposing gays in the military and 

Clinton Administration cuts in the defense budget) and seeks 

to promote llpublic outreach," including voter registration and 

turnout among military personnel, both active and retired. 

Exhibit 10. 

The ADF actively participated in the Georgia runoff, 

encouraging voter turnout through public appearances by the 

organization's founder, Eugene McDaniel, and through radio 

adverti~ements.~ 

4. Other Conservative organizations 

While there is no 

the NRSC in connection 

direct evidence of contributions from 

with the Georgia runoff, other 

%SCC hara no information about tho  a c t i v i t i e s  of t h e  fourth  r e c i p i e n t  
of NRSC's largese, t h e  Good Government Committee of Montgomery, Alabama. 
However, t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  described within  t h i s  Complaint make clear t h e  need 
for an inves t iga t ion .  
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conservative groups, most notably the Christian Coalition, 

were also active on behalf of Coverdell in the run-off. 

Coverdellqs own media consultants in the race acknowledged 

that the Coalition sent out over one million pieces of mail 

during the runoff that favorably compared Coverdell's record 

to Fowler's. They state: "Paul Coverdell would not be a U.S. 

Senator today without the efforts of the religious 

conservatives." Exhibit 11. Curt Anderson, the NRSC's 

Coalitions Director for the 1992 elections, had appeared at a 

Christian Coalition leadership meeting in November 9991 at 

which he actively solicited the support of the Coalition in 

defeating incumbent Democrats. Exhibit 12. 

The Coalition is currently under investigation by both 

the Internal Revenue Service* and the Federal Election 

Commission, for its political activities. The Coalition has 

acknowledged that the IRS is conducting an audit of the 

organization. The FEC has pending before it a complaint filed 

last year by the Democratic National Committee alleging 

violations of the campaign laws in connection with 1992 House 

races. Exhibit 14. 

similar organization, the Old Time Gospel Hour, founded by Jerry 
Falwell, was recently fined $50,000 by the IRS and had its tax-exempt 
status revoked because of political activities. Exhibit 13. 
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overlappinu Interests 

The facts set out previously are enough to raise 

questions about the legality of the activities undertaken by 

the NRSC and these groups in the Georgia run-off. 

questions are heightened when it becomes clear that the 

organizations in question do not operate alone, but coordinate 

their efforts through overlapping staff and operations. Some 

examples documented in Exhibit 15: 

But the 

6 Ralph Reed of the Christian Coalition is a member of 

the Board of Directors of the National Empowerment 

Television -- established by Coalitions for America. 
The network is described in an article as loan 

important new component of the Christian Coalition's 

arsenal . . . I *  Ralph Reed has also stated that he 

deals with Curt Anderson (see below) of the NRSC on 

@*a daily basis. Ig 

e The National Right to Life Committee has 

participated in broadcasts to "state and local 

political conservatives" on the Empowerment Network. 

0 During the 1992 elections, Curt Anderson was the 

NRSC's Coalitions Director and Southern Regional 

Coordinator. Before working for the NRSC, he was 

employed by Coalitions for America. As Southern 
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Regional Coordinator in 1992, Anderson would have 

been responsible for the NRSC's efforts in the 

Georgia run-off. 

0 In October 1990, the NRSC contributed $64,000 to the 

Christian Coalition. Shortly thereafter, reports 

appeared of increased activity by the Coalition on 

behalf of Jesse Helms, then seeking reelection to 

the Senate. 

These overlapping interests are not coincidental, but 

rather reflect the systematic efforts of the Republican party 

to coordinate its election efforts with conservative 

organizations. The financial support around the time of the 

Georgia run-off is only the most recent manifestation of the 

intertwining relationships of conservative groups with the 

Republican party and the NRSC as they pursue their common 

political agenda of electing Republican candidates to federal 

office. 

efforts of a party committee in seeking support for its 

candidates frcm like-minded public interest groups. The NRSC 

has used the organizations as its agents in distributing 

moneys that could not otherwise be lawfully spent in 

connection with the elections in question. 

This coordination goes far beyond the legitimate 
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Historv of Bimilar Activities b9 Ramblican Par& 

This is not the first instance of Republican Party 

efforts to elect its candidates through any means available, 

including illegal means. Through the years, the Party has 

repeatedly attempted to put excessive amounts of money into 

its candidates' races. Some examples: 

0 1986: NRCC found in violation of spending limits 

for transferring $~O,OOO to annonpartisanln 

group to produce advertisements opposing the 

election of Democratic congressional 

incumbents. 

0 1986: Colorado Republican Party found in violation 

of S 441a(d) spending limits in connection 

with U . S .  Senate race. 

e 1988: Complaint pending alleging RNC and NRSC 

transferred large quantities of soft money to 

the Montana State Party for use in connection 

with the U.S. Senate race. 

0 1990: NRSC found in violation of contribution 

limits for excessive earmarked contributions 

to U . S .  Senate candidates. 
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e 1992: Complaint pending alleging NRSC exceeded the 

$j 441a(d) limits in connection with the 

Georgia Senate Run-off. 

It is ironic that the NRSC has so actively intertwined 

its efforts with ostensibly nonpartisan tax-exempt 

organizations. In 1988, the NRSC filed a complaint with the 

FEC against Citizen Action, a 5 501(c)(4) organization, 

alleging that the group had engaged in partisan activities (on 

behalf of the Democratic candidate) in the Wisconsin Senate 

race. Exhibit 16. 

This effort was followed up during the campaign finance 

reform debate in 1991: Senator McConnell introduced 

legislation to deny 5 501(c) status to any organization that 

engaged in political activities of virtually any nature. In 

the debate on the amendment Senator McConnell alleged that 

these types of organizations were gtsinkholesgt for soft money, 

and asserted: 

. . . in dealing with soft money [this bill] 
crunches the soft money out of the parties but 
leaves all soft money expenditures by 
nonparties completely unaffected . . . 

* 4 * * 
With computerized phone banks, targeted direct 
mail, intricate money-transferring schemes, and 
coordinated earned media strategies, these 
tax-free corporations run possibly the most 
sophisticated black market in America. None of 
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this activity -- I repeat, none of this 
activity -- is publicly disclosed. 

Exhibit 17. The measure was tabled. 

Senator Gram, chairman of the NRSC, also introduced 

legislation during the same debate to restrict the political 

activities of tax-exempt organizations. Exhibit 18. His 

advocacy of the proposed amendment rings hollow in light of 

the current efforts by the NRSC to use to its full political 

advantage the tax-exempt organizations described in this 

Complaint: 

We have banned one source of soft money [in 
this bill]: that is from political parties. 
I hope my colleagues understand that that is 
clearly intended to affect one political party, 
and that is the party that uses the party 
mechanism. The party that uses special- 
interest groups, 501(c)(3)'s, and labor unions 
is totally and absolutely exempt im this bill 
from any form of regulation. 

This amendment was also tabled. 

THE LAW 

The FECA sets out specific well-defined spending 

allowances for NRSC on behalf of their Senate nominees. The 

committee may, together with the Republican National 

Committee, contribute up to $17,500 directly (or in-kind) to 

the candidate, 2 U.S.C. S 441a(h), and, assuning the RNC has 

delegated its spending right, the NRSC may spend up an 
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additional amount on their behalf under the limits established 

by 2 U.S.C. 0 441a(d).6 

These are the only choices available to the NRSC in 

expending funds specifically to promote the election of its 

nominee or the defeat af the Democratic nominee. Political 

parties are prohibited from making llindependent*l expenditures 

in support of their candidates in the general election. 

11 C . F . R .  110.7(a) (5) and (b) (4). Any coordination of 

efforts by the party with groups intending to make independent 

expenditures will l*taint*l those expenditures as well. 

11 C.F.R. S 109.1. 

The Federal Election Campaign Act expressly prohibits the 

use of soft money by a national party committee in connection 

with federal elections.? 2 U . S . C .  441b. While the 

Commission's regulations allow national party committees to 

raise and spend nonfederal funds, the funds must be used for 

legitimate nonfederal purposes (or for the limited building 

noted above, the 5 441a(d) spending by the NRSC in the Georgia 
election has been challenged in a complaint currently pending before the 
FEC . 

'The statute does allow certain limited uees of soft money, as for 
example, a corporation'e communications with its employees. These 
exceptions, however, do not apply to the activities described in this 
complaint. The activities of the organizations in question, for example, 
included public political advertising through radio and television 
broadcasts. 
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fund exemption). Where nonfederal funds are actually used to 

influence federal elections, the use is illegal. The use of 

soft money for activities of a national party committee that 

could ordinarily be allocated between federal and nonfederal 

funds (such as development of voter files, registration of 

voters or get-out-the-vote activities) is illegal when such 

activities are directed toward the election of a single 

federal candidate. 

This complaint has set out the repeated use of nonfederal 

funds by the NRSC for the clear purpose of influencing a 

federal election. Where the Committee has made donations to 

nonparty groups with the knowledge that the funds will be used 

to influence federal elections, the expenditures must be 

treated as if they were given to or spent on behalf of the 

federal candidate. See by analogy, 11 C . F . R .  llO.l(h): 

A person may contribute to a candidate or his 
or her authorized committee with respect to a 
particular election and also contribute to a 
political committee which has supported, the 
same candidate in the same election, as long 
as -- 

(1) The political committee is not the 
candidate's principal campaign committee 
or other authorized political committee or 
a single candidate committee; 

( 2 )  The contributor does not give with the 
knowledge that a substantial portion will 
be contributed to, or expended on behalf 
of, that candidate for the same election; 
and 
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(3) The contributor does not retain 
control over the funds. 

1 , - .  
. .. 

.. ~. . .  

.. . 

That the NRSC had knowledge that the funds it donated 

were to be used to influence the Georgia runoff is obvious 

from both the timing of the disbursements, the recipients with 

which the NRSC coordinated its activities, and the past 

history of similar efforts to circumvent the law. 

The NRSC cannot take shelter behind the fact that the 

organizations are tax-exempt and, therefore, presumably 

nonpartisan in their efforts. First, the NRSC has clearly 

coordinated its political efforts with these groups, removing 

any trace of nonpartisanship from their efforts. 

More importantly, expenditures have been found to be for 

the purpose of influencing an election where the message of 

the communication goes "beyond issue discussion to express 

electoral advocacy.o9 Massachusetts Citizens for Life v. 

Federal Election Commission, 479 U.S.C. 238, 249 (1986). 

Subsequent decisions have required an analysis of the Qtwhole 

message8q being communicated to the public, including the 

intent of the communication, the understanding of the 

recipient, and the timing of the communication. Federal 

Election Commission v. Harvev Furaatch, 807 F.2d 857 (9th Cir. 

1987), cert. denied, 484 U . S .  850 (1987). See also Federal 
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Election Commission v. National Orsanization of Women, 713 F. 

Supp. 428 (D.D.C, 1989). 

, , - .  , .. .. 
. .  . .  

Similarly, the Commission itself has found expenditures 

to be made for the purpose of influencing federal elections 

(and, therefore, subject to the limits of 8 4$la(d)), where: 

These advertisements relate primarily, if not 
solely, to [a single federal office] and seek 
to influence a voter's choice between the 
Republican Party . . . candidate and any 
Democratic Party nominee in such a way as to 
favor the choice of the Republican candidate. 

FEC Advisory Opinion 1984-15, 1 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide 

[CCH] 5819. See also FEC Advisory Opinion 1985-14, 1 Fed. 

Election Camp. Fin. Guide [CCH] 3 5766. It is significant to 

note that in neither of these opinions did the Commission find 

a requirement that the communications contain "express 

advocacy." 

above, the Commission recognized that a communication was for 

the purpose of influencing an election where it lgeffectivelytl 

advocated the defeat of a candidate. A0 1985-14. See also, 

FEC Advisory Opinion 1992-23, 1 Fed. Election Camp. Fin. Guide 

[CCH] 6064. 

In keeping with the court decisions discussed 

CONCLUSION 

The facts and law discussed above present a clear 

picture: the efforts by a national Republican party committee 
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to use other organizations to systematically violate the 

source restrictions and expenditure limits established for 

federal elections by law. Given the repeated history of the 

Republican party in general, and the NRSC in particular, the 

FEC must not delay in acting to correct the eituation. 

is a strong likelihood that these violations will continue 

during the special election in 1993 and during the 1994 

election cycle. 

There 

On the basis of the foregoing, the DSCC asks that the 

FEC : 

1. Conduct on an expedited basis an investigation of 

the facts set out above and determine the exact 

dollar amounts of the illegal spending by the NRSC; 

2 .  Enter into a prompt conciliation with Respondents to 

remedy the violations alleged in this Complaint, and 

most importantly, to ensure that the violations will 

not recur; and 
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3. Impose any and all penalties grounded in violations 

alleged in this Complaint. 

Kobe& F. Bauer J') 
Judith L. Corley 
Counsel for DSCC 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this ba day of May, 1993. 

&e m. Lfdimd- 
Notary Public 
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Coppight 1992 7hc Adaura Conxiwrion 
Ihc Atlanu Journal and Cowtirncion 

rNovunbaz 23,1992 

SECTION: STATE NEWS: Secllon B; Page 1 
LENOTH: Rm wwds 

HEADLINE: <overdell> Powlcr take nnal swings Clinton visits Ga (0 skmp for 

inCUmbcnlDe&mm 

BTLIiTE: By Bcn Smith III and Mark S h m  STAFF WRlTERS 

KEYWORD: polibics; elccligns; congress; georgia 

aom 
Sen Wyck Fowlu Jr. and &epublican> challenger Wul.cCo~erddb drssged 

N t  the big gms t-y in a hectic fnal day of cam&nin& &fore Tuesday's 
Setlaic se off. 
kP. Fowler bruueht in the biggcst gun - President-elect Bill Clinton -for 

d i e s  in Mawn and AIbany whilc Mr. ~Coverdelb countcrcd wilh Gsik by, 
vllong orhers. Senate Minority Leader Sen. Bob c m  of Kanw: Texas Sen. Phil 
4mnrn? EduMtion Sccniary Lamar Alexander andLabnr Secmaty Lynn Manin Lo 
Mawn, Albany, Auguso and Savannah. 

thz polls Tuesday u, s d e  be. US. Snaterace and anrrolf for Ihc Gmgia 
PUPlic. S ~ r v i c e  Commission betwccn cRepublicaw Bobby Bakcr and hmocrat John 
Frank Collins. 

rvil b.; a cloudy, rainy day o v a  much of the stale. 

Gc$rgians wwed mi and bluc stmrncxs as fhey w a k d  for Mr. ClinpOn, who 
arrived mom dw an hour he. 

Smdi;lg in €rmt of Macon City Hall, Mi. Clinton told abou12.W -le 
that Mr. Fowlex stands fw the m e  things he docs. 

"l came OYQ hac d a y  h u s e  I Micvc lhat Wrche Fowler rqmcnls the 
kind of change we need," k said. "I beliew he will VNC LO hc$ me reform &e 
political cysizm." 

Ncver mentiming Ihc <Republican> nomincc by name. Mr. Cljnton also 
Cliticizcd Ik mgaoive tcne of ~his Ilnoe-week runoff campaign. "I m e  here to 
wmpaign, in shon. against chc kind of nesative politics to which youp senatar 
Fowl= bas been subjected in this elx tion.' he said 

bave vjSiLed as prc5ident-elect of Ihc Unitcd Slates. except Warhingbm, D.C," 
said Mr. Clinton. to a rousing chccr. 

your decision tamrrow hi I wit1 be a: his side whencvcr hc 4 m" rhe 
!iwhman D c r n m t  said. 

WMk the rat of the country prepares for Thanksgiving, Ccorg*ns attun to 

Secretary of S W  Ma. Cleland has pmliwd a mouKof2S p e n t  on what 

In Macon. bnsloads of schoolchildren and a sizable cunlhgmtof akler 

"I want you IO know that this is the f i r  SUE and the first city that I 

Mr. FaWla promisxi Mr. Clinton his supplrr. 'He kmws that after you caulre 

\'kc president-elect AI Gorc slumped the b a t e  Sunday for Mr. Fowlcr. 
hlr. d 3 v a d e b  begm his day in Czrmllton with his all-srat < G O h  lirrcup. 
"U'lcke Fowlec gola Y Q ~ C  of itan-coutilence M mu. I.." Mr. ccuverdelh rold 

a gathering or 20 supporren in  downtown &mlJIon. "On Nov. 26, we're 8CiOg to 
P v c  him a vote of coral no-confidence and lcl [him] c m e  home and apply far &e 
GnL job he will have ever had in his lire." 
Mr. cCover&l+ uav4ing on y chuted  bus called Asphalt One for Ihffi 
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rOLmCS: CLlNTON JOMS HEAVY HITTERS S W I N G  IN FOm-<COVEfX'ELb W N ~ .  
OurCOME 13 SeEh' AS A OAUOE OP PRESlDEhT-ELFmS S T R E " .  

PYLiKX: By WTLLlkM I. EAWN. TIMES STXFF WRITER 

DxrELlNE: WASIilNGTON 

BODY: % ~Natortm politicians havetcorgla on the& mind. 
So Residcnt-clect Bill Clinton is gohg lo hli the campaip Oail3@ -- 

this tim, noc for h i m l f  but on behalf of an embaUW Democrat, Sen. W y W  
Fowlcr Jr. of Gemgia, who faces a bo-or-die nmofl W U O n  TwrcBy ag- 
d3epubliran> Paul ccOvcrdclL> 

Oarpin law requires thatcandickcs must receive 50% of tllc vote 10 we. 
Fowler fell short of that on Nov. 3, receiving only 49% 10 48% lor <Coverdell> 
ir! a three-way me. As a WUIL thcy a m  forced into a oae-on-aX rcma-h 
&t ha? c ~ t i o ~ ~ b  implifalim%. 

s inssty mest ma-kod by vwnercafiirlg, penona! invcctivc and negative 
adveaishg. 

.U!xny and Macon. FirsiLady B z k .  Iiurh and o h  big-name CRepublwno havc 
a p y z  (u? ccovcrricll'~, beblf. 

d:e Cliatnn Administration and Ihc &cpubIic~n> opposition. 

execudve. and dect ion wcuM add to Clinlon's suength in dealing wit! 
b m g e s  and demonstrare anew thax hc can bc 3 factor in close wnmr& 

confidena but prcvide a potcncially d i d  vac  in the Senate, whee &Ob 
sfrategisrs believe hey have their kst  c h c c  o l  blocking Clinton piograms 

If Fowlcr rcmins his sea4 Democrats will have a 5842 majority in thc 
Senatc -- a net gain of cnc ova thc iast scssion of Congress. 
ff he Io%, rhc party division will m a i n  ai 5743 and give Gepblicam 

scn3tors a slighhlly W r  chance of killing le@ladon by talkhg it to dah. 
It wkes 60 votes to smp a filibuster in Ihc Scnatc. while roil& OR V O W  
u, shut OCf dcbarr do not always foliow patty Lines, they often im dccidcd by a 
onc-vow or two-vo8: margin IC underlying Iegislahn is controversial. 

The runoff also may have a ~mfmlic meaning simc Fowlcr is presenting 
himself as a Ioy.4 Clintcn aim and <Coverdell> h a  Echoed RCsiaCnl Bush's 

7 havc plc&cd coopcmioir wifi Bill Clinmn." Fowkr said in a recent 
debate. 'The question is whettler Gzarbia is going !o bc pal of 'Je new pawer--ip 

"I am far a balanced budget amendment. the Iinc-im vcto and lcnn limits. 
and he is against them." A d  cCove:dells a forme; director of thc Pcacc COrDs 
in thc Bl;sh Administration. 

Herb Mabry. prsidcnl orthc Gcargia A!L-CIO. who supports Fowler. pm it 
t E s  way: "We don't n d  a bad initidon of Gmgc Bush rq~centnting Georgia in 
the Senare.'' Rxking pouS show the m e  'pretty much d a d  cvcn,' d d  Sen. 
Phil 4ramm> WTes.). head of the cNarional Rcpubkuw Senatorial Conmimee. 
who has ken lining up toplcvcl <Rcpublicansz ro campaign for cCov&ll.> 

Pok. however. are of liule help in runoff ballatin& whyre the tamout may 
be as low as me-fourth to onethird of rhc rota1 v a c  w& on Nov. 3. when 2 
lucnrd 70% of Georgia vorers turned out 'D decIidc clcctiorn I levek ranging 
h m  the local courtbuxe IO the White House. Officials in Gaxgia estimate that 
' d y  25% of eligible voters will turn om Tucxiay. 

Bo& panics are. placing much emphasis on thc race, which has develaped into 

Clinmn plm appeaancG Mondny wie! FoH.!~ at gekm~-ihevoteralli~ in 

At stake is a vce that could k crucial in early tests of mngth bawccn 

A ?owlei loss wouId bc an cmbarmssing setback for the incoming chicf 

A 4we:deLb victory. in cmtsast. would nor only restore ~ c m c  <Republican> 

Lta hey XpId as unwise or too costly. 

w5cy smds. 

So bnlh Drm-r snd clRepub!im> arc mounting majvr eKor?s to bring out uol~rs. 
It has bwn a scar-studdcd m p a i p  in !he lasr !hre w&. Tin: 

.. 
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hsider.t.cloci Al Gore stumped%r Fowler wirh acvessKim Basingcr, while film 
star Charlmon Hexon mpa@ed wilh &'overdcll.> 
Ohus who bve joiincd Iht fray include former Resident J h y  Caner and his 

v.4fe. Rcsalynn, who mveled with chzu fellow Detnocn~ in Scwth Cmaia, and 
Scmte Minority Leader Bob <Dol.s @Man.), who made a wmd trip bo the m t e  
to help CCovexdelb 
While Fowfcr initiauy was rated the underdog af'r a 13cklustercmpGgn 
kfm (he Nov. 3 election. tbe infusion of ouuidc hcb. including Clinton's 
:oop media consulant. Fnnk Greer. appem to havc boosL?d his Chances. 

''He may have fwnd his lcp. but hc was looking wry bd." said one Georgia 
politid observer. 

Nornally. .cGOps candida~e~ do better in low-turnout elections because 
c.Rwr;blicam v a t 6  h i ~ ~ r i u l l y  are more likely to ca:t M O D .  9ur in chc 
hvler-<Coveniclb facouff. the political organizatioas of Wgis h v .  zcll 
.Miller a7d &d hbur will k working for the &-. 50 che m e  
g d y  is sEcn as a tossup. 

"It's nor hopeless by any m m . "  said h. Clurles S. Robb @ - V a l  head ai 
h e  DzmhJ;tlic Smxcrj;il Campaign Cumminee. "It's jump b d  ~ m i n . "  

GRAPHIC. Yhcta. Firsf Lady Barbara Btrch and <Wubli- -rnIc&l csmdidate 
Paul <Coverdell> shake hands with rofpr%xs at a rally in Rcrrwll, Ga. 
A n m P r e s n  
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LEVEL 1 - 3 STORIES 

Copyright 1992 Levin Communications, Inc. 
Roll Call 

<November> 23, 1992 

LENGTH: 2480 words 
HEADLINE: Georgia Senate Nail-Biter Voters Pick < Coverdell > or Fowler Tuesday; Clinton Campaigns Today 
BYLINE: By Tim Curran 

BODY: 
ATLANTA - Headed to the finish of their unprecedented Senate NnOff tomorrow, 

Democratic Sen. Wyche Fowler and Republican challenger Paul < Coverdell > are 
running every bit as close as they were 'on Election Day three weeks ago - if not closer. 

Polls show Fowler with a tiny lead, similar to the one he ended up with on 
. . .  .. .:~.; ~ . .  . ~. Nov. 3, when he edged <Coverdell> by 1.4 percentage points and missed an 
>.-.: . . . .. outright victory by ninetenths of a point. 
.. 1- . 
i== .__ .. ~ fighting desperately for a 43rd vote that will help them defeat cloture attempts 
%:; on key legislation. 

;.. civility in the contest. At 2 debate taped Thursday, for example, they barely 
i:.:. .. managed to shake h w k  Tiit? &bate itself descended into namecalling. 
!'.;: . .  
. .. Friday nhen it was finally confirmed that President-elect Bill Clinton would 

-. make a last-ainbk visit Monday on Fowler's behalf, risking at least a small 
.:: .. . portion of his postelection momentum. 

5 was held below 50 percent when a Libertarian candidate took 3 percent to form a 
-i ~~~~ .. runoff in the only state that calls for one after the general if no candidate 
:-< . . .. I receives a majority. 

A Friday Mason-Dixon Research survey for the Chattanooga (Tern.) Times and 
Thompson newspapers - expected to be the only public polling data available in 
this unique contest - reinforced what observers already suspected. It gave 
Fowler an unsteady SO to 44 percent lead, which shrank to 48 to 47 percent among 
those considered most likely to come to the polls. 

Turnout will be the key, with experts predicting that fewer than half the 
voters on Nov. 3 will cast ballots again on Nov. 24. 

"Fowler has to turn out the black vote. It's that simple," Del Ali of 
Mason-Dixon said Friday. Both parties say they have undertaken aggressive 
absentee ballot campaigns, which make the race even harder to judge. 

On Thursday, Fowler and <Coverdell> met in what was to be their 
second-to-last joint appearance of the long campaign, a taped debate for WAGA 
television in Atlanta. They kept themselves in check through the early stages, 
spelling out differences on job creation, health care, and abortion, exchanging 
mild barbs and calling into question each other's assertions. 

But before it was over, Fowler had accused his Republican challenger, the 
former director of the Peace Corps, of telling a "baldfaced lie" and sending 
"paid investigatms b open up the records of my divorce," while an angry 
< Coverdell > said after the debate that the incumbent's tactics were "divisive 
and vicious" and the Democrat's behavior in the campaign was "without honor." 

Their fight to repraent Georgia in the Senate for the next six years has 
taken on the strategic cast of a chess match - but with all the 'tactical 
subtlety of a main event in professional wrestling. 

Frank Greer, a chief consultant to both Clinton and Fowler, buttonholed 
reporters at the debate to challenge < Coverdell's > assertions that Fowler 
"bounced" checks at the House Bank during his decade in the chamber, a charge 
the Senator, has vigorously denied. 

Greer said the oft-recited quote from a deposition that Fowler gave in the 
1970s - "thanidully. we have a bank that doesn't zap me when I bounce a check" - 
was nothing more than a statement on the nowdefunct Bank's procedures, and that 
Fowler's records, which he allowed the press to examine, showed no overdrafts. 

political broadcasters which showed the National Republican Senatorial Committee 

. . .  On the line is the Democrats' one-seat gain in the Senate, with Republicans .. .. . .  

I- With so much at stake here, the combatants have abandoned even the veneer of 

The national imnportaalic- of the race to both parties became abundantly clear 

.. . 
.~ :.: ~ Fowier, the favorite during the general campaign, led in the Nov. 3 vote but 

Meanwhile, Fowler aides also distributed copies of agreement forms for 



had spent 31 least $63,000 on media 
after maxing our on coordinated expen 
decision was pending on whether such expenditures were legal. (The FCC ended up 
deadlocked on the matter and it will be resolved after the election.) 

The visit from Clinton, who carried the state by the narrowest of margins, is 
an effort to tip die delicate balance of the race. <Coverdell > strategists said 
they toyed with, but abandoned, the idea of asking President Bush to come to the 
state in a plea for GOP voters to deliver him one final victory before he leaves 
office. Instead, First Lady Barbara Bush, who polls show is more popular than 
the President, campaigned for < Coverdell > on Friday. 

In the state today in addition to Clinton will be Democratic Sens. Bob Kerrey 
(Neb), Bob Graham (Fla), and Howell Heflin (Ala), who will be touring 
agricultural regions for the incumbent. Vice Presidentelect AI Gore and former 
President Jimmy Carter were here for Fowler last week. 

"I think it will have no more impact than it did Nov. 3," <Coverdell> said 
Thursday of Clinton's planned appearance at a get-out-the-vote rally. 

i Both candidates, with an infusion of help from national party strategists and 
:,-big money, have spent the last week carefully controlling their message. In 

~ _-event after event, the same themes are echoed. 
I .-  , ~ .  Perhaps the most intriguing struggle is over which candidate can prove he is 

~ i.. ideologically closer to Georgia's senior Senator, Sam NUM. The popularity of 
:.- the Armed Services chairman is so great that, in a state that has trended 

~%creslsingly Republican, he ran without GOP opposition in 1990. 

:-Fowler's potential vulnerability or: 5 e  issue of allowing homosexuals to serve 
: .  in the militaii. 

~.. in his determination to allow gays to serve., but said that, like Nunn, he favors 
~I ~. a "go-slow" approach. <Coverdell> said that, "like Sen. Nunn," he opposed 
 allowing homosexua!s to serve in the armed forces. 

In fact, on "Meet fie Press" on Nov. 16, Nunn said, "I agree with present 
.. policy (Le., a ban on gays). I think we should p r o d  very cautiously." He 
;t~:added, "I would like to hear a lot more evidence before the ban is lifted." 

In a press conference on Congressional reform Thursday morning, where 
<Coverdell > was joined by the leaders of a half dozen reform groups, the 
Republican criticized Fowler's record on taxes and spending, but pointed out 
that Nunn's record on the issues was quite different. For Fowler's part, at 
every turn he has mentioned that "Sen. Nunn and I" plan to work closely with 
the Clinton-Gore Administration. 

A television ad with NUM endorsing Fowler began running Thursday night, and 
Nunn has even appealed to Georgians to reelect Fowler to retain the state's 
voice on the Appropriations Committee when it deals with the 1996 Olympics in Atlanta. 

But the GOP knows it needs to pry only a few votes from Fowler - or hope a 
few Fowler voters stay home - to take the seat. <Coverdell> and his Republican 
surrogates have focused their message on the charge chat Fowler is a 
slick-talking politician who tells people what they want to hear in Georgia, but 
votes with and takes "advice from George Mitchell and Ted Kennedy" in Washington. 

While Fowler argues that he will work in partnership with the Administration, 
Republicans counter that Georgians should elect <Coverdell > as an insurance 
policy, a bulwark against a potential runaway Clinton presidency. 

This theme - of a Democratic executive and legislative branch working in 
lockstep and generating an avalanche of liberal laws - could strike fear in the 
hearts of Georgia moderates and conservatives. lit is a theme that President 
Bush could not raise during his campaign, for fear of appearing to concede the 
House and Senate to the Democrats. 

may be all that stand in the way of DC statehood, massive tax increases, and 
deep cuts in defense. 

this unusual election, joining a lawsuit to block automatic cost-of-living 
adjustments for Members of Congress under the Madison, or 27th, Amendment to the 
Constitution, which passed only in May after its introduction more than 200 
years ago, and touting his support for term limits and the " L a d  or Leave" 
pledge, which mandates that Members not seek re-election If the deficit has not 
been halved by 1996. 

Coverdell > campaign in the run0  
in the general, while an FEC 

' 
' 

, 

In Thursday's debate, < Coverdell > sousht to expose what Republicans see ,as 

When asked abou! the proposal, Fowler said he, like NUM, supported Clinton 

~~ 

But < Coverdell > makes the argument that he and 42 other Senate Republicans 

< Coverdell > Thursday tried to reinforce his hold on the mantle of change in 



When a reporter asked if it wasn't a 
future in large part in the hands of the 
< Coverdell > shot back: "If we don't get the deficit down, you're going to have 
to come home to save your own business." 

He added: "We want people who voted for Clinton for change, we want people 
who voted for Bush because of his strength and integrity, and we want people who 
voted for Ross Perot as a vehicle for change." 

The problems of Washington "are not partisan," he said. "I expect to be 
something of a maverick within my own p m y .  " Thursday also saw < Coverdell > 
surpass the $1 million dollar mark in fundraising since the general election. 

<Coverdell> is a true footsoldier of the long Republican march to two-party 
~ competitiveness in the South. He served in the Georgia state Senate with only a 

handfd of Republicans in that body, and his service was eventually rewarded by 
' President Bush with an appointment to head the Peace Corps. 

< Coverdell's > speaking style, compared not unjustly to comedian Dana Carvey's 
! impersonation of Bush, has, like his entire candidacy, come a long way, and he 

conveys sincerity, and now genuine anger, in his attacks on Fowler. ' . .  . ~ .  .~ The challenger was particularly enraged by a Georgia Democratic party mailing , -:that says <Coverdell> has worked to purge black voters from registration rolls - 

rational to place his political 
cratic leadership on that pledge, 

..-:a mailing abo:i: which Fowler has denied all knowledge. <CoverdeJI> is also 
::.'angry at attacks on the dealings of his insurance business. "It strikes me 
'-..they have nothing else to talk about," he said. 

Although moderate on many issues, including abortion (he supports the right 
of a woman to end a pregnancy but he opposes the Freedom of Choice Act, which 

:  would enshriiie Roe v. Wade into federal law). < Coverdell > has received strong 
cove backing from groups across the GOP spectruin. 

<Coverdell's> behalf, leading Fowler to say the Republican is "trying to have it 
1:. both ways" on the issue. < Coverdell > is also traveling the state in the same bus 
'L .  Pat Buchanan used in his presidential campaign here. 

Fowler, for his part, appears downright contrite in his appeal for votes. "I 
want to thank you all for risking your fine reputations on my behalf," he told a 

:. .crowd of Democratic party faithful gathered at the Forest Park Farmer's Market 
Thursday night in CZayton Counfy, the only county in the "doughnut" of 
conservative suburban counties surrounding Atlanta that Fowler carried in the general. 

He reminded the crowd that he "put my own term limits on" when he left a safe 
Atlant8 House seat to cnallenge and beat Sen. Mack Mattingly (Pi) in 1986. "I 
was tired of those ca!ididates and campaigns that sought to divide our people" 
along economic, social, "and even racial lines," he said. 

"I'd much rather be somewhere with a fishing pole," than in a runoff, "But we 
have the opportunity again to shine in Georgia," Fowler told the friendly 
assemblage, speaking of the boost the race could provide to Clinton's election. 

He asked, "Are we going to be part of that change or will we, simply by our 
apathy, elect a man who still today is talking trickledown," and will be an 
obstructionist in Washington? 

"Every single person in this room knows how to turn one vote into five," he 
said, encouraging his backers to bring friends and neighbors to the polls, where 
there will be "no lines, won't take 30 seconds to vote." 

One of those at the Fowler gathering was state Agriculture Commissioner Tommy 
Irvin, who managed the gubernatorial campaign of Democrat Lester Maddox in 1966. 
Maddox, a segregationist, lost narrowly in the popular vote but won in the 
legislature after neither candidate won more than 48 percent - then the standard 
for victory in the general. 

Irvin, then a state legislator, was among those who voted for the sweeping 
package of reforms that included the runoff provision. "Now I'm not sure it was 
such a smart move," Irvin said in one of the campaign's great understatements. 

--JK 
National <Right to Life> bas even undertaken a radio campaign on 
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Republicans today hailed the victory of Paul D. < Coverdell > over Senator 
Wycke Fowler Jr. in Tuesday's runoff as a rebuke to Presidentelect Bill 
Clinton, who campaigned for the incumbent, and B I ~  admonition to Mr. Clinton to 
&mper some of his plans. 

.-= ~. :: But Democrats scoffed at reading such sweeping conclusions into the narrow 
-i:   victory by Mr. <Coverdell,> a former Peace Corps director in the Bush 
;:Administration. They suggested that the Republicans, hungry for some good news - '::&a .: the defeat of Presidelit Bush, were grabbing at straws, trying to build 

:-=some fighting spirit before the Clinton Administration takes over. ' In assessing his victory, Mr. <C~verde l l>  himself wound up squarely between 
-the Republican cheerleaders and the Democratic scoffers. 

.;=. .~. At a news conference, he was asked how the rugoff compared wi'h the Nov. 3 
-:-results. ~. . in which Mr. Clinton defeated Mr. Bush by about 5;MrrS votes out of 

.slightly more than two million cast in Georgia. He respoaued that one was the 
.. ~~ ~ . "natural extension" of the other. 

:-.-Voters Want Change 

i;~i "The voters were driven by a need for change," said Mr. <Coverdell> of his 
;:; 51 percent to 49 percent victory. Mr. Fowler had a 4940-28 lead in the NOV. 3 

ballot. "That was part of President Bush's problem here three weeks ago, and 
that was part of Senator Fowler's problem as well. Voters wanted change whether 
they were voting on Nov. 3 or on Nov. 24." 

of its advertising on highlighting Mr. Fowler's voting record and what it 
portrayed 8s the negatives of Mr. Fowler's stands on tsx increases, Senate pay 
raises and opposition to the Persian Gulf war. The ads did not spend much time 
trying to present Mr. <Overdell's> positions or even show hun or having him 

~ .- 
~. 

~. 

~ 

, 
The fi8-year-old insurance company owner's I8-mona campaign had devoted most 

speak in campaign ads. 
Consewenth the camuakn became the lightning rod for strong anti-Fowler 

sentiments b astate w h i r e b e  one-term h & m b e s  was often considered too 
liberal turd too aloof and where even his Democratic supporters had long w m e d  
him that he was vulnerable. 

In the end Mr. < Coverdell, > who takes the middle ground in the abortion 
debate, WBS able to gamer support from abortion opponents. Re supports a 
woman's right to choose abortion but opposes any increased availabiiiv of 
abortion. And although he is a frequent opponent of the religious right s 
efforts to take over the Georgia Republican Party, he nevertheless got their support. 

Groups Claim Credit 

' Today, all sought to take some measure of the credit for his victory. 
'<Coverdell> is not the person you would invite to give the keynote address 

rat a <right-to-life> banqua," said Douglas Johnson, legislative diredor of ?he 
National <Wight to Life> Cormniaee. "But he came out in opposition (0 the 
proposed Freedom of Choice Act, which Wyche Fowler co-sponsored. And thae's 
what's pertinent." , 

Senator Phil G r m  of Texas, the chairman of the Republican Senatorial 
Campaign Committee was among those who saw the 6 Coverdell > victory as a blow to Mr. Clinton. 

"The entire involvement of Gore and Clinton in coming to the state was to 
make the argument that the people of Georgia should give them II blank check in 
congress," said the Texas Republicat who had come here to campaign for W. 



~ ALve(cjell.> “well, the people 0 
Senator Bob Dole of Kansas, the 

said no to that blank check.” 
leader who also campaigned for the ’ 

called the outcome ”proof that the Republican Party is alive and well”. 

Republicans See Big Victory 

Similarly the Republican chairman in Georgia, Alec Pontevint, said, “This 
of national importance because Clinton put his credibility on the line by 

coming here and he lost.” 
E. Spencer Abraham, co-cttairrnan of the National Republican Congressional 

committee called &e Fowler defeat “the fist sign that Bill Clinton wlll have 
the shortest honeymoon in Presidential history”. 

Democrats, on the other hand, said the outcome of the runoff would have 
little negative effect on the incombg Clinton Administration. The victory gives 
the Republicans the same number of Senators, 44, that they had going into Election Day. 
lames Carville, the political consultant who directed the Clhton campaign, 

said Mr. Clinton bad shown courage in his willingness to expend political 
capital on behalf of a struggling Democratic incumbent, a sentiment expressed by 
Mr. Fowler himself in his concession speech late Tuesday. 

“I don’t think that this is my type of message about Bill Clinton,” said Mr. 
Clinton’s spokeswoman, Max Parker. 

’Slim Reed’ for the G.O.P. 

Alan Secrest, a Democratic poll taker based in Washington who worked fcr Ilc,. 

“It’s a pathetic and slim reed for the Republicans LO 1- on,” he said. 
Fowler, also scoffed at any suggestion that Mr. Clinton’s standing 7vould I t  hurt. 

”Bill Clinton wasn’t able to carry the day for Wyche Fowler, b u ~  there is very 
little indication that Republican surrogates such as Phil Gramm and Bob Dole had 
any impact on < Coverdell’s > win either. “ 

The runoff made history in Georgia as the first under the state’s 2 8 - y m s l d  
law requiring candidates in statewide elections to get a majority of the vote. 
Historians say the law. passed in the 1960’s. was intended to keep newly 
enfranchised blacks from winning county and state offices. 

voting because the Libertarian Party candidate, Jim Hudson, got 3 percent of 
the vote. Under the law, the two top vote getters had to face each other in a 
runoff. Other states have such a majority vote requirement in party primaries or 
for county and municipal posts, but no others have such a requirement for 
statewide office. 

Slim Margins Both Times 

On NOY. 3, just over 30,000 votes out of more than two million cast 
separated the candidates. This time the margin narrowed to about 14,000 votes 
among 1.2 million cast. The turnout in the general election was 72 percent, 
compared with 38 percent in the runoff. Experts expected the turnout in runoff 
to be even lower. 

In a brief telephone conversation this morning, President Bush congratulated 
Mr. < Coverdell. > The two have known each other since 1980. when Mr. < Coverdell > 
beaded the Georgia campaign for Mr. Bush’s unsuccessful run for the Republican 
Presidential nomination. 

“I was using a lot of lessons in my campaign that I picked up from a pretty 
good boss,“ Mr. <Coverdell> said to the President. 

Later in the news conference Mr. <Coverdell > avoided a combative and partisan 
stand and said it remained to be seen how cooperative he would be with a Clinton 
Administration. A former state legislator for 19 years who served as state 
Senate minority leader, Mr. <Coverdell > noted that he had some experience in 
working as a Republican alongside Democratic administrations. 

“But tax cuts are needed and if President Clinton is so driven by his party 
that he raises taxes more, he will have an adversaq in me,” Re. <Coverdell> said. 

Democrats criticized the negative style of the <Coverdell > campaign - a 
style that Mr. Fowler acknowledged. saying he had adopted it in self-defense. Ed 
SirmunS. chairman of the Democratic Party. said the <Coverdell> campaign was 
unique in that 100 percent of its advertising was negative advertising, and that 

Both b4t. Fowler and Mr. <Coverdell > were denied a majority in the Nov. 3 



Denale Yedwab we0 the Rcacatcher far  Pow1e.r for Benatia, 
now with Cooper 6 Secreet, 103-683-7990 



. . .~ . . .. 
.. . . .  .. . -. ~. . . .. 
-. ..~,. . .  

, I..! 

.~ . .  . .  _ _  .. ~ 



CNN Transcripts, July 30, 1992 

NOVAK: But isn't Mike correct, though, he doesn't have to do anything to get 
your support? The people who are in Congress, you guys will support hi for any 
reason. 

Rep. GINGRICZI: Unless the Democrats want eo nominate Tsongas. 1 think most 
wnservatives- 

WNSLEY: Oh, you would have supported Paul Tsongas? Eght. 

Mr. <WEYRICH: > I think that if conservatives thought that this administration 
were really serious, for example, about the G.I. bill for kids-we don't think 
they're serious4 think if we thought they were reall serious that there would 

service to a lot of our issues, but the commitment is lacking. and I think they 
have to show commitment before you'll find people in the grassroots taking an 

-interest in them. 

KINSLEY: -411 right. We're out of time. Thank you, Paul < Weyrich. > Thank YO", 
Newt Gkgricb. Bob and 1 will be back in a second. 1 don't h o w  what in the heck 
I'm p i n g  IC ssy. but we'll come up with something. 

- be more interest and support in the a d d s t r a t i o n .  &I e administration pays lip 

CNN Transcripts, July 30, 1992 

[Commercial break] 

KINSLEY: Wdl, Bob, I wish I could be as pessimistic for Bush's chances as all 
you coaservatives seems to be. Seems to me. he's going to NU a veey aggressive, 
dirty campaign, something he's very good at. He's got a whole week coming at 
Houston, where he can dominate the agenda and frame his image in my way he 
wants. I think he's still got a good shot. In fact, I'd still bet on him. 

NOVAK: Well, you how,  1'11 tell you something, if his greatest supporter in 
America is Mike Kinsley, he's really in a lot of trouble. 

KINSLEY: I didn't say I'd support him. 

NOVAK: You see, what you don't understand that he has lost is the mandate of 
heaven, which is an Oriental concept, and the idea that he was the successor to 
Ronald Reagan, who was supporting the programs of Reagan and the whole concept 
of Reagan, and in fact, they have done nothing but dump on Reagan for the last 
four years. That's the problem right now, and not all politicians are as 
compliant and quiescent as Mr. Gmgrich. 

KINSLEY: I t h i  this is a case of Reagan's chickens coming home to roost. I 
>>> 
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BODY: 
For most of his term in office, President Bush has had a complicated 

relationship with the conservative movement. Now that Bush is in trouble, 
conservatives decidedly are not rushing to his aid. 
> > >  

The Washington Post. July 29, 1992 
, ~. .. ~, 
~ i . .  , 'I: Instead, they are treating Bush's crisis much as liberals treated President 
, '=-:Jimmy Carter's travails in 1980: as an opportunity to say, "I told you so," and 
1 

i ;::: Economic wnservntivci are saying Bush should embrace low taxes and a 
, i-:Reagan-style sipply-bia~ twogram. Social conservatives are leery of even a hint 
~ :of retrixt on posiiions such ifs opposition to abortion. Across the right, there 
1 .~ .are rnutterings that Bush is in trouble precisely because of his lack of 
I ?constancy . ~~ to conservative principle. 
i .~ 

i 
" Most alarming for the Republicans is conservative talk that the right might 

~ Z: be better off if Bush lost to Democratic nominee Bill Clinton - or chose, even 
~ :;; at this late hour, not to run for another term. The idea gaining ground on the 

right is that a directionless Bush second tenn might do more damage to the 
conservative cause than a spell in opposition, which would give the movement a 

~ chance to regroup - intellectually and politically. 

'It's a long way to November," said Adam Meyerson, editor of Policy Review, 
the quarterly magazine of the conservative Heritage Foundation, "bun at this 
point, many conservatives would not be disturbed by a Clinton administration 
because Cimton seems to have moved the Democratic Party back to the center on 
>>>  

.'a chance to push Bush toward ideological purity. 
, , i..~, 

, :  .~~ . 

The Washington Post, July 29, 1992 

foreign policy, and because Bush has not yet returned to the Reagan ecornomic 
policies he ran on in 1988." 

said in interviews that they were not certain they would even vote for Bush. 

mn again. In a column published in today's Washington Post, comrvative 
commentator and frequent Bush critic George Will urges Bush to step down, 
arguing that if Bush decided not to seek a new term, "the intellecpual 
claustrophobia of this city and the Republican Party would be instantly 
dissipated." 

Meyerson's view is echoed privately by other conservatives, several of whom 

Still other voices on the right suggest that Bush would do well simply not to . 

P 
c i  bad ' <weyrich, > president Of the conservative Free Congress Foundation, said 
' k a t  conservative activists who met at his offices early last week expressed an 

"almost unanimous sentiment that this movement should forget about the 
presidency and concentrate on <Senate> races and House races and tem-Simitation 
mitiatives and other things that matter lo us." 



< Weyrich > said conservatives wh 
lose partly because the end of the Sov 
>1> 

appy with Bush are feeling freer to 
means that they have less to 

The Washington Post, July 29, 1992 

worry about if the Democrats win. "The activists feared a capitulation to the 
Soviet Union," he said. "Now you don't have that consideration." 

In addition, he said, Clinton and his running mate, Sen. Albert Gore Jr. 
Venn.), have well-honed moderate images. "YOU are not dealing with George 
McGovern or Michael Dukakis in this <election," Weyrich> said, adding of Clinton 
and Gore: "I believe they are liberal, but they are not radial." 

for Public Policy Research, a conservative think tank, said that the talk of 
conservatives being better off without Bush has been the focus of numerous 
private discussions among conservatives. 

and it's still a quandary," he said. 

should rally to Bu;h, but added that maq among his allies think a Clinton 
administration would be a tmic. Eauer said the view he has often heard 

. expressed is that "it'll certainly be easier to gin up the troops if you get a 
bad guy in the White House." Bauer added that he disagrees with this view. 
> > >  

Burton Yale Pines, a longstanding Bush critic who heads the National Center 

"This is a conversation that's been going on nonstop for the last three weeks 

Gay Bauer, a former %eagan adainistration official, thinks conservatives 

The Washington Post, July 29, 1992 

Bush's supporters cautiori that this gloomy assessment reflects a passing 
despondency that has made this July one of the most miserable months of Bush's 
political life. Even as he lags behind Clinton in the polls, Bush has defenders 
on the right, including the Rev. Jerry Falwell and House Minority Whip Newt 
Gingrich (R-Ga.), who in an interview last week gamely predicted that Bush would 
win by a landslide. 

Most of the right, prodush Conservatives say, will fall into line this 
autumn, when it focuses on the prospect of four years of Democratic rule. 
William J. Bennett, Bush's former drug control policy director, said in an 
interview that Clinton's likely judicial appointments would be enough eo scue 
conservatives home. 

But even supporters of the president such as Bennett acknowledge that the 
conservative temptation to lose is dangerous and a sign that Bush's troubles 
extend to his expected political base. "People are saying that four years of 
muddling along will wreck the conservatives," Bennett said. 

Bennett said his own view was that a Bush loss "might be good €or the 
[conservative] movement but bad for the country." But BeMet! has been openly 
critical of the direction of the Bush campaign. On ABC's "This Week With David 
>1> 

The Washington Post. July 29, 1992 

BriMey" on Sunday, Bennett spoke of the administration's apparent lack of "a 
governing rationale," a sense of "drift," and a tendency to "lurch from one 
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Through NET'S programs, groups of citizens throughout the country are meeting each 

month to participate in live, interactive satellite broadcasts of Washington strategy 

meetings on current public policy ... get up-to-the-minute, precise guidance on what they 

can do to affect today's issues ... cut through the red tape to talk directly with some of the 

nation's top government officials and policy makers _.. and join the battle to restore 

traditional American values through political reform. 

. . . . . . .. . . ... . - .. . .  
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By Shawn Miller 

Summaty: Paul Weyidp's 
Mdimd Empewennent 
relevision nework is young but 
xlready making its mark It 
iims to steer people away from 
talitical apathy and t ~ ~ d  
oolitical influence - and not 
urt in presidential elections. 

eter Brown has seen the future 
of American politics, and he 
saw it on television - satellite 
television, to be exact. 

A contributing editor to OnSat 
magazine, B m  argues that "the 
imited degree of participation by the 
Lmerican electorate" makes the time 
ipe for considering drastic changes 
n the political system. 'It-anslation: 
vjder use of his favorite technology, 
he parabolic TV dish. 

Brown, who also is the founder, 
iublicist and ranking member of the 
'arabolicParty, ismystified that poli- 
icians have been slow to grasp the 
rotential of the new electronic envi- 
onment offered by satellite technol- 
'a. And he is convinced that "nar 
owcasting" - specialty programs 
ieamed to select audiences - can 
hake the American people out of 
heir political funk, keep them better 

15. Insight 

informed and offer them more direc 
access to an influence on nationa 
politicians. 

In a small studio in the basemen! 
of the Free Congress Foundation ir 
Washington, Brown's future is Pau 
Weytich's present. A year and a hall 
ago-beforeRoss Perot's talkofelec, 
tronic town hall meetings - the con. 
servative activist launched his Na. 
tional Empowerment Television net. 
workas anexperiment in3nteractive 
political television:' Each month 
since then, groups of up to 150 
faithful activists in congressional 
districts around the country (now 91 
of them and counting) have gathered 
atasite withasatellitedishequipped 
to receive NET'S signal. Whar they 
see is an hour-long hybrid of Larry 
King Live and the political strategy 
meetings Weyrich has been hosting 
with conservative leaders in Wash- 
ington for the past 20 years. 

The basic format of the telecast is 
inspiration, then action. Studio and 
call-in interviews of big-name politi- 
cos such as Secretary of Education 
Lamar Alexander, Rep. Newt Cing- 
rich of Georgia and Sen. Phil Gramm 
of n x a s  fill the first 30 minutes of 
each show. The second half is devoted 
m advice on how viewers can influ- 
ence their elected officials. 
"The general purpose of NET is to 

involve people in changing America:' 

says Weyrich, president of the Free 
Zongress Foundation. "We have a tre- 
nendous amount of anger and frus- 
ration out nhere, and it has to be di- 
ected properly or it will go to waste." 

Former Secretary of Education 
Nilliam Bennett, who signed on as 
:hairman of rhe "ET board of direc- 
ors in June and is a frequent guest 
in the shows, sees the network as r e  
riving a "conversation between the 
:overnors and the governed." 

'Ib make the conversation easier to 
ollow. NET has broken its telecasts 
l o w  into four programs, each of 
vhich airs once a month: 

0 Empowerment Outreach Live, 
vhich focuses on tax reform, com- 
letitiveness. wasteful government 
pending and legislative reform. A 
ecent guest was Sen. Bob Smith of 
Jew Hampshire, who appeared on 
he "action item" half of the show to 
Nush his debt reduction plan that 
muld allow taxpayers to earmark up 
3 10 percent of their income tax each 
ear for debt reduction. Cohost Wey- 
ich pitched in. asking viewers tocall 
heir congressmen and urge support 
ir Smith's bill. 

e Family Forum Live, focusing on 
traditional family values"-- encom- 
assing a wide variety of issues from 
chool choice to abortion. During the 
eptember episode Rep. Dana Rohr 

October 79, 7992 



abacher of California called for a 
viewer boycott of Levi Strauss and 
Wells Fargo. two companies that re- 
cently withdrew charitable support 
of the Boy Scouts for refusing to em- 
ploy homosexual scoutmasters. 

0 A Second Look Live, which offers 
an outlet and support system for 
black conservatives. The NET pro- 
gram of which Weyrich is proudest, 
A Second Look was born in the after- 
math of the Clarence Thomas confir- 
mation hearings last October. Wep- 
rich "felt that the coalition that had 
been brought together during the 
hearings shouldn't be allowed to dis- 
solve," says Phyllis Berry Myers, the 
show's producer. With "action items" 
such as a protest of Sister Souljah's 
appearance at Black Expo '92 in Indi- 
anapolis and support for the boycott 
of Time Warner in response to Ice-T's 
song "Cop KillerS'' Myers wants her 
audience to take a second look at  "the 
line of thinking the black community 
has been told is in our best interests, 
when in Fact it is not." She describes 
the response as "overwhelming." 
lVeyrich has tentative plans to start a 
similar telecast for Mexican-Amer- 
[cans next year. 

e Campus Connection Live, de- 
buting Oct. 8. will concentrateoncon- 
:erns such as the effect of the"isms" 
'multiculturalism. feminism, envi- 

October 19, 1992 

sity and Pepperdine University 
Though word of NET and iis pro- 

grams hasn't spread far beyond the 
ears of its participants, there have 
been flashes of potency of the  sort 
Weyrich is looking for. A few days 
after a Family Forum Live show in 
February that saw guest Constance 
Horner, director of presidential per- 
sonnel. endure a barrage of caller 
complaints about the National En- 
dowment for the Ar ts  and its contro- 

ranmentalism) on higher education. 
Producer Molly Baldwin, only a year 
out of Boston College, hopes theshow 
will offer the same sense of camara- 
derie to campus conservatives that 
Second Look offers black conserva- 
tives. "Every campus has students 
and professors who don't go along 
with the politically correct agenda 
rhar is being pushed on them and 

has appeared on NET five times. 
"When Paul invite6 me to be a part of 
his network, his idea rang a bell. and 
I thought to myself, 'Maybe we ought 
to take a closer look at this.' " There 
have been four America 2000Satellite 
Town Meetings, reaching almost 
1,000 communities. 

Satisfied that it has a successful 
format, NET has moved to widen its 
influence. On Sept. 15. Wisconsin 
Empowerment Network Television 

1 
__-____- 

versial grants. President Bush fired 
NEA Chairman John Frohnmayer. 
Though NET staffers play down the 
network's role in the dismissal, a t  the 
time White House officials suggested 
that Horner and her appearance on 
the show were crucial to the ores- 
ident's action. 

The network's part in a July 1991 
decision by Secretary of Health and 
Human Services Louis S~~llivan to 
cancel an $18 million sex survey 
of Ame:ican teens is more obvious. 
Appearing on NET, Sullivan was 
shocked when Bob Baldwin. presi- 
dent of the Michigan Association of 
Christian Schools, confronted him 
with the HHS s u r v c ~  which would 
have asked more than 20,000 junior 
high school and high school students 
about their sexual experiences. Sulli- 
van had been unaware of the survey; 
within two days it was canceled. 

It also appears that NET had a 
behind-:he-scenes role in the Clar- 
ence Thonias/Anita Hill melodrama. 
Thocgi; !:e u.411 not divulge names, 
Weyrich says NET was directly re- 
sponsible for the pro-Thomas votes of 
senaiors from two Western states. 
"We flooded their ofiices with over 
2,000 phone calls in two days,"he says. 
"One of them met with our affiliate in 
his state and asked, 'What do I have to 
do to call off the dogs?' *' The answer 
was obvious: Vote for confirmation. 
In a rare public appearance, Thom- 
as went on Second Look Live in July 
to thank the network for its sup- 
port. 

Secretary of Education Alexander 
has adapted the idea of satellite net- 
working for his department's Amer- 

ica 2000 oroiect - 
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zade its debut from a public televi- 
sion studio in Madison. With 10 re- 
mcte locations across the state where 
viewers can receive the signal, 
WENT functions in much the same 
fashion as the national show, except 
the celebrity guests and action items 
center on statewide issues. 

“WENT is [an important] step for- 
ward:’%~~ Michael Schwartz, who 
frequently cohosts the national pro- 
gram with Weyrich. Schwartz sees 
the move to state and local issues as 
b natural next step for NET “More of 
the government policy that actually 
affects the day-to-day lives of real 
Deople takes place on a state level 
:han on a national level.” 

NET wheeled in the big guns for 
he inaugural WENT broadcast. Both 
Neyrich and Bennett spent the night 
n Madison, appearing on the local 
;how and a national one that followed. 
l’hey also used the occasion to honor 
Nisconsin Gov. lbmmy Thompson, 
;ornewhat of a cult hero among con- 
iervatives for his successful welfare 
.eform and school choice initiatives. 

The Wisconsin show, too, had its 
‘action items”: There was a pitch 
‘rom Partners Advancing Values in 
Cducation. a privately funded Mil- 
waukee group that promotes school 
:hoice by providing vouchers to poor 
,tudents for private school tuition. 
ind James Silver of the Wisconsin 
ksociation of Non Public Schools 
outed a bill that would provide tax 
:redits to parents who want to send 
heir children to private school. 

Weyrich sees the national pro- 
:ramming. which follows the Wiscon- 
in show, as a “tremendous drawing 
ard” for this and future state sys- 
ems. With the lure of celebrities in 
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the second hour, more people wiU 
show up for the first hour of state 
issues. Steve Knutson, who coordi. 
nates the La Crosse affiliate of WriT 
says the group of a dozen curious 
souls who gathered at Western Wis. 
consin Technical College to watch the 
first broadcast were “especially at. 
tracted to the idea that you had these 
high-profile political folks who you 
could just pick up the phone and have 
direct access to:’ 

city Republican Party official, 
Knutson also sees WEDIT as a 
public relations coup. Because 

the program offers “people a chance 
to feel more politically involved:’ 
Knutson thinks WENT will help him 
organize people who would otherwise 
be apathetic. “This is going to bring a 
lot of people’‘ into the Republican 
fold, he predicts. 

Weyrich. however, believes the po- 
tential impact of NET is fess irnmedi- 
ately partisan. While he suspects in- 
terest in NET has been spurred by 
the unhappiness in conservative cir- 
cles with George Bush, he points out 
that one of the goals of his group is to 
wean the electorate from the notion 
that political activism begins and 
ends with voting for apresident. “We 
want to convince [the voters] that 
they need to be active in the long 
term, not just for two months every 
four years:’ he says. “If we can take 
this far enough, then it won’t matter 
who is in power.” 

Bennett also believes the fact that 
“conservatives are very upset with 
the Rush administration” is at least 
partially responsible for NET’s quick 
start, but he adds to the equation “a 
general discontent with Congress” 

and public reaction to a “crisis in the 
social and moral values in our coun- 
try.- 

Both Weyrich and Bennett take 
care to speak of potential rather than 
achievement, noting that NET is still 
in its infancy “We have potentially a 
very powerful instrument for re- 
form;’ says Bennett. “but its contin- 
ued success is not inevitable.” The 
Sullivan and Thomas examples aside, 
NET is not yet a p r ime the  player in 
the Washington influence game. Sen. 
Larry Craig of Idaho, who has ap- 
peared on the network twice, says“it 
is going to take some time” before the 
mention of NET throws fear into the 
hearts of his colleagues. 

But the exploding technology of 
satellite communications, which 
should see smaller and cheaper 
dishes, promises wider avaihbility 
Expansion will bring higher costs; 
each new viewing s:t . e  carries a 
$2,500 p i c e  tag fsr NET, and the net- 
work’s $2.1 mi!lion avual budget is 
projected to double by 1997. While 
the bulk of NET’s stamp expenses 
have been covered by a Free Con- 
gress Foundation special projects 
fund and private donations, Weyrich 
hopes an advertising campaign that‘s 
in the works will drum up additional 
support. 

Assuming success in that area, 
NET is planning for a future that 
would include affiliates in ad1 43Scon- 
gressional districts. remoteand over- 
seas broadcasts, NET news and 
debate programs, and movement into 
the cable market. There is also op- 
timism regarding further activities 
in ehe states, with Georgia poised to 
foiiow Wisconsin as the next state af- 
filiate. 

Brown of the Parabolic Party 
stretches the possibilities beyond 
even those that Weyrich is consider- 
ing. The party platform’s major plank 
calls for a telecommunications sys- 
tem that would let congressmen in- 
teract through satellite linkups from 
their home districts, putting them 
closer to their constiaenns and far- 
ther from Capitol Bill’s lobbyists and 
special interest groups. 

Unfortunately for satellite enthu- 
siasts, the fact that NET has not in- 
spired any imitation networks (ex- 
cept for Alexander’s educatiohal 
spinoff) belies any visions of a dis- 
persed Congress. Weyrich, for one. 
would welcome the challenge of com- 
petition -even from the liberal side 
of the fence. “The more people in- 
volved in the discussion, the better,” 
he says. “That’s the whole point of 
what we are trying to accomplish.” e 
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issues. A~dnion oppon&t Patricia Bainbridge, for exam- 
ple. urged viewers to step up a boycott of companies giving 
funds 10 Planned Parenthood. “the largest single provider 
of abortions.” Her attacks would infuriate liberals, but what 
she wants is results. and she’s getting them: She says 22 big 
companies. including AT&T. have cut off contributions. 

Populist technology. The evening‘spikce de risisrance was 
Education Secretary Lamar Alexander, who spent 45 min- 
ules fielding questions and listening to complaints about 
the country‘sschools and morals. Ever sensitive to populist 
politics-he may be in the thick of the 1996 presidential 
contest - Alexander was making his third appearance on 
NET. So fascinated has he been that he is trying to set up 
his own separate network tying together communities 
pledged IO the administration‘s education reforms. 

How strong is National Empowerment Television? 
Powerful enough that a parade of cabinet officers and 

e tics 

corporationslike WaI-Mart and 3. C. Penney as well a s w  
call-in hosts have used it for several years. But Weyrich & 
Co. are the first to put its magic behind a political move- 
ment. While many will strenuously object lo its agenda, 
National Empowerment Television actually accomplishes 
something deeper that is altogether healthy: It is recon- 
nectiag citizens to each other and to their leaders. 

There is a lesson here for left as well as right. Bring 
together groups of angry Americans, let them talk directly 
to their public servants, let them share ideas with each 
other-and soon the discontent so pervasive in the lagd 
can rum into direct political action. In an earlier age, a 
James Madison would have worried abou! the prospects 
of mob rule, but in today’s fragmented and fractious poll- 
tics, there is much lo be said for building new coalitions 
and a new sense of community. Can i t  be long before 
Common Cause has a channel, too? 

f you were just zapping through regular television 
fare last Wednesday night, you would never have 
seen it. But if you had special equipment-a dish 

equipped IO receive Ku-band transmissions, pointed 99 
degrees west, aimed at SBS 6, Transponder 15-you 
would have witnessed something truly different: the cre- 
ation of a new politics in America. 

For 2Oyears. Paul Weyrich has served as a spark plug for 
conservativc activists in Washington, D.C., drawing them 
together on a regular basis to plot strategy. A year ago, he 
decided to take his meetings out of the back room and into 
grass-roots America. The result 
is “National Empowerment 
Television,” a pioneering at- 
tempt to link high technology 
with a growing hunger among 
peonbe obtsid:: Washington to 
seizc cnatrol again. 

Through a series of televised 
programs. NET has already be- 
come a potent new force, and if 
you saw it in action last week. 

I you could easily see why. The 
show was staged in a row house 
in northeast Washington, home 

1 of the Free Congress Founda- 
tion, which Weyrich heads. By I satellite. it was beamed into 65 ’ communities. where groups of 
40 to 150 local conservatives- 
aboilt 30 percent of them Dem- 
ocratic-gathered before spe- 
cially equipped TV sets. 
Through an 800 telephone 
number, each group could call 
in and talk live with Weyrich, 
show co-host Michael Schwartz 
and guests. 

For half an hour, social activ- 
ists lined up IO tell the audience 
how to helo in attackine “hot” 

senators has quietly trekked before cameras; Dick Che- 
ney is due in May, and Richard Nixon has agreed to come 
later. “There is a real, perceptible impact in the White 
House and on Capitol Hill when they focus on an issue,“ 
says a Bush adviser, who adds that anger expressed by 
participants in 3 show earlier this year was a major spur in 
the president’s decision to fire John Frohnmayer, chief of 
the National Endowment for the A r t s .  

The headiest moment for NET, says Weyrich, was the 
Supreme Court confirmation of Clarence Thomas. For 
months, participants in his teleconferences worked to 

‘Weyrich decided to take his 
meetings out of the buck room 
and into grass-roots America. ’ 

~~~ ~ ~ ~ 

help Thomas. Then, at a crucial 
moment, people in Western 
states collared two wavering 
Democrats, verbally beating up 
one of them. “We got both 
votes,” Weyrich is convinced. 
So, apparently, is Than;=. The 
new justice has turned ?own ail 
requests fur speeches and inter- 
views, but he has made one ex- 
czption: an appearance on 
NET to rhank the participants. 

Weyrich now broadcasts three 
shows a month and is building 
rapidly. The biggest is for social 
conservatives, another for eco- 
nomic conservatives, the lat- 
est-and most intriguing-for 
blacks. Energized by the Thom- 
as fight, black groups in 12 cities 
now talk about ways of preserv- 
ing families and neighborhoods. 
“They don’t want IO be quiet 
anymore,” exults Phyllis Berry 
Myers, recruited to put iogether 
the program after her testimony 
on behalf of Thomas. 

America won’t be quiet any- 
more, either. Interactive televi- 
sion is not a new technology; 
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p k  You've often said the conserv 
1981. what did conservatives do both institutionally and 
politically, than they're doing today? 

Weyrich: In those days, we had local organizations that had been built up 
through the hard times of the 1960s and 1970s. We could call on them to do 
political work that would eventually translate into liberals beiig defeated and 
conservatives beiig elected. Toda , those organizations have to be reinvented 

Reagan and the Republican Senate were elected in 1980. Most of the leaders 
>>> 

ment was strongest betareen 1975 an 

because many simply shut down at& r they thought that Nirvana had mme when 

1992 The Heritage Foundation, Policy Review 1992 Winter 

. moved to Washingto5 and got jobs. 
- 

lo 1978, I was able to put together a coalition of social conservatives, 
religious conservatives, gun owners, right-to-work ple, and economic or 

districts. If we found a candidate who was right on the issues, we could 
quickly have a viable political operation, identify votes, and turn them out. 
Today, in many sea$ of the x3un&yy, we have no such operations. We have been 

~ doing our best ta *mge %ct, and the situation in 1991 is far better than it 
WBS, say, in 1988 or in 1984 for that matter. 

I About half a dozen states now have really e f f d v e  ones. We are also swing 
the resurgence of local coalitions. James Dobson and Focus on the F d y  are 
putting enormous rasources into sta?.e. farnily groups, some of which are now 
organized around the <Coalitions for America> satellite network, and which are 
l d g  to cooperate with each other by virtue of E i g  plugged iuto 
Washington. We have just begun to work on this satellite project, and it is 
growing daily. We will have movement headquarters all over America with trained 
activists who can work on an issue at any time. rhis  will translate 
pol iticatfy. 
>>> 

__ defense and foreign policy conservatives in most o p" the countq's congressional 

.We growth of conservative state think tanks is a very important development. 

1992 The Heritage Foundation, Policy Review 1992 Winter 

PR: You have long expressed the hope. that the conservative Witian churches 
could sup ly the kind of precinct-level political base that labor unions rovide 
for l i k  ap ism. Why hasn't this happened yet, at least in most parts 8 P the 
ccpsmtryi' 

Weyrich: It hasn't happened because church leaders fear that pol&al 
involvement is potentally divisive within the congregation. Coming from a 
hiemchiad church, I naturally looked to pastors, television personalities, 
and denominational leaders to organize political activity, but 1 ROW realize 
&at among Southern Baptists and other evangelical paotestaats this sort of 
involvement will have to come from the congregation upward. h due course, P 
L i  the conservative Christians will be the balance of political Wivity in 

. the precincts, but it's going to come from the initiative of the lay people and 
not from the initiative of the pastors. 

PR Wow &portant is it for conservatives to have a national leader? / 

Weyrich: i used to think it was unimportant but I was wrong. Ronald Reagan, 
close up, left a lot to be desired, but Ronald Reagan, the pol i t id  icon, was 
really indispensable for vibrant conservatism, both at home md abroad. This 
>>> 



force> in the rurd areas, set up region 
not alone, and instructed them on how 
authorities. 

In Bulgaria, when UDF forces complained that the Communists were promising 
more sugar to the people who would vote their way, and the democrats had no such 
financial ability to be competitive, my colleague John Exnicios hvented a 
slogan that we have used now all over the East: "Take their sugar and vote for 
UDF." Now, that seems absurdly simple, and yet one could visibly see the change 
in attitude once this slogan had been pronounced. Secret ballots were essential 
for this to work, so we had to train people about their rights. 

bosses was made into a joke. There is nothing more devatating in politics 
> > >  

tings so they could see they were 
dle intimidation from Communist 

We also came up with a comic book idea, where the control of these party 

1992 The Heritage Foundation, Policy Review 1992 WhEr 

than ridicule. Ry passing around comic books in samizdat fashion, we helped 
break the psychology of control among local people. 

PIX: Presumably, you have had to cut back on some of your training conferences 
for conservative leaders in America. Why x e  you devoting imre of your energy 
to the emerging new democracies in the former Soviet e2ipire than to our own 

r democracy at home? 

Weyrich: Well, it isn't t u e  that we have slackened our efforts in this country. 
We are doing more training now in the United States than we have done for a 
decade. I have cut out many other Washington activities that I have been 
involved in, to free up my time for the people of the East and also for building 
the conservative infrastructure around America, particularly the television 

<Coalitions for America. > 
Wby am I spending so much time in the East? This is a historic opportunity. 

1 feel as if I am reliving 1776 in Philadelphia. The discussions I've had with 
people in the East about political principles, about where they want to rake 
their country, have challenged me in a way that I have never been challenged in 
37 years of politics. The people there want advice, and America, and American 
>>> 

networks for conservative activists that we are establishing through - 

1992 The Heritage Foundation, Policy Review 1992 Winter 

conservatism, have credibility as never before. I also feel a special 
obligation as an American to the people of the East. We failed these people at 
the beginning of the Cold War. We consigned many of them to slavery. We 
acquiesced to their a b s q t i o n  into the Soviet empire. Now 1 think we have ?be 
duty to help them defeat Communism for good. 

America's future is also at stake. The Soviets have been the greatest threat 
to world peace that m a d  has known. Not only were they a threat with their 
awesome military arsenal, they also funded almost every low-intensity conflict 
around the globe. Their system was designed to foment revolution, to cause 
trouble, to destroy an orderly way of life. And if we could possibly make a 
small contribution to turning around that system and promoting democratic 
capitalism, which, for all its faults, is not aggressive, then I think we would 
be making an enormous contribution to world peace and stabiility. 

different. The State Department's definition of srabllity is keeping an imp~sed 
order on a subjugated people. My definition is encouraging those same people to 

Now, the State Department's definition of stabiliq and mine are very 
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henTerry Allen was of- 
fered the opporlunity to 
establish a state affiliate of 
Focus on the Family in his 

nativeUihoma, he leapt at the 
chace. in hi four years on Capitol 
Hill, Aikn had gained not only ex- 
perience, but also a conviction that 
the %st place to advance conserva- 
tive policy is in the states. 

Before leaving Washington, Allen 
paid a call on Paul Weyrich, to say 
good-bye and to thank Weyrich for 
his guidance and support. They both 
agreed that Allen could accomplish 
more in Oklahoma than by beiig 
just another aide on Capitol Hill. 

'The only thing about Washing- 
ton that I'll really miss," said Men, 
"are the Library Court meetings. 
Isn't there some way you could get 
those out to people around the coun- 
try, maybe by closed circuit TV?" 

Library Court is the bi-weekly 
meeting of pro-family activists 
whichweyrich hasbeen hosting 
since 1979. Ractically all ot the an- 
servative activity on family issues is 
planned at these meetings. Allen 
had been a regular Library Court 
participant ever since he worked for 
Rep. Clyde Holloway W-LA) during 
the child ore battle. Oxasionaliy, he 
Iud even axhaired the meetings 

Instead of giving a yes or no 
answer to Allen's question, Weyrich 
suggested, 'Why don't you figure 
out how it could be done and how 
much it would cost.Then send me a 
memo on it." Within days Allen sent 
him a brief feasibility study. 

And that was the beginning of 
what promises to become the most 

important new development in 
grassroots activism in the past 
decade. 

The eoelltlon model 
Weyrich has been running coali- 

tion meetings in Washington since 
1972 His Coalitions for America 
brings together the leaders of comer- 
vative organizations, members of 
congressional staffs and key figures 
in Executive departments to work on 
action-oriented projects to move the 
conservative agenda forward in the 
nation's capital. Separate coalitions 
meet regularly to work on family, ec- 
onomic, defense and foreign policy, 
and judicial issues.Tke meetings are 
off the record and by invitation only, 
aimed at coordinating action on key 
policy concerns. 

The format is simple. Participants 
present "action items": information 
about a pending piece of legislation, 
a hearing or event, a presidential a p  
pointment or a proposed regulation. 
Then they invite attendees to com- 
lnit to take some action on each item. 
Many meetings also featurc an inter- 
view with a key government leader 
who responds to questions about 
policy and legislation, long-range 
plans and concemS about particular 
issues.These conversations often 
have positive d t s  and afford op 
portunities for direct give and take 
between conservative leaders and 
government decision-makers. 

Coalition meetings have h m e  
an indispensable tool for conserva- 
tive leaders in Washington. Other 
conservatives around the counhy 
have organized similar coalitions in 

I G M L I C H T S  

1 

A pionemingmpkof using 
communication technology to 

turn grassrooh conservatives into 
Washington insiders. 
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stitute and how it is making a dif- 
f a m e  ae the @asmots level. 
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their localities based on the same 
' modeI.When the FOCUS on the Fazni- 
ly organization decided in 1989 to es- 
tablish stateaffiliate, such asTerry 
Allen's Resource Institute of Ok- 
lahoma, one of the functions was to 
organize coalition meetings among. 
pro-family groups in the state. 

' 

I .  0 N E T W O R K I N G  

Allen's suggestion inhigued 
Weyrich. If people around the 
country could actually sit in on a 
coalition meeting, via television, 
they would see how Washington 
really works. It would give them im- 
mediate access to information on 
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But it was a maior undertaking 
that would add tens of thousand; of 
dollars in expenses, including heavy 
capital improvements, to the tiny 
budget of Coalitions for America. 
Grassroots groups might not 
respond. How could it b e  paid for? 

key issues, and thereby cut the re 
sponse time in getting grassroots ac- 
tion on important issues. It would 
teach them how coalitions work, and 

After consulting with conservative 
leaders around the county and find- 
ing real interest, Weyrich decided to 
eo ahead with the nroiect. He and 

give them a model to follow in their 
own localities. And it would enable 
them to have candid exchanges with 
top government leaders. 

This was the kind of thing that 
could link the grassroots with Wash- 
ington as never before. It was an 
ideal way to strengthen the conserva- 
tive movement at the local level. and 
at the same time maximize conserva- 

;is staff hammered. o& a plan. 
On the third Tuesday of each 

month, the Library Court meeting 
would be moved to the evening. 
One hour of that meeting would be 
broadcast via satellite to subscribers 
around the country. This would 
leave them sufficient h e  to hold 
their own coalition meeting before 
or after the broadcast.The program 

HOW YOU CAM GET ON THE METWORX 
A coalition, a satellite downIink and a participation fee a n  put you on 

the Library Court, Kingston or Stanton Live network. 
If you are interested in receiving any one of these broadcasts, here's 

what to do. 
1. Contact the organizations in your state or community which are 

likely to want to participate. For i i b r o y  Court. this would indude those 
interested in pro-life, pornography, education and religious issues. For 
Kingston, it includes business, tax limitation and right-to-work goups. 
And for Stunton, it includes groups concerned with n a t i o ~ l  defense and 
foreign policy. Participation is voluntary, and by invitation only. lf you 
coordinate the meeting, YOU decide who attends. Our recommendation is 
that only pemns who can commit the resources of their organizations 
should be invited, but that those who have membership organizations, 
publications or radio shows, and research or lobbying organizations be 
included. 

2. Locate a KU-band satellite receiver which you can MW on a regular 
basis. Many churches, colleges, public buildings and offices have satellite 
dishes, as do some private homes. If you have difficulty finding the 
necessary equipment, contact the Coalitions for America staff for assis- 
tance in either locating an available downlink, upgrading existing quip 
ment that is available, or acquiring new equipment at a discount rate. 
3. Send in a $100 monthly participation fee,This can be obtained by as- 

sessing the pdapa t ing  groups in YQUI mlition, finding one or more 
donor/sponson, or having a single organization cover the fee. Since this 
project is one that many donors may find attrabive, your participation 
can becomea great fund-raising oppo-ty for the groups in your coali- 
tion 

4. Contad the Coalitions for America staff Wchael Schwartl, Eric 
Licht or Bob GoIas) at (202) 546-3004, either to sign up as a subscriber or 
toge! more infomtion.The Coalitions staff may be able to refer you to 
other persons or &roups in your vicinity who are interested in the 
program, and they can fill you in on the technical details you need to pin 
the network. 

a 
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would run from 8 to 9 prn Easte 
time (5 to 6 pm P a d c  time), so 
would be available after working 
hours throughout the country.The 
first half hour would be devoted to 
action items, selected on the basis of 
their significance and their relevance 
to grassroots activists.The second 
half-hour would feature interviews 
with a special guest, with sub 
xribers from across the country call- 
ing in questions on a toll-free 
number. Each subscriber would pay 
a monthly participation fee of $100 , 
-enough to cover costs once 
there was a sufficient number 
of subscribers, yet not too h i g d  
for local p o u p  to afford. 

They began work on install- 
ing the satellite uplink and 
transforming the Coalitions for 
America meeting room into a 
broadcast studio. Contracts had 
to be signed, equipment pur- 
chased and installed, tech- 
nicians trained. Most of all, 
subscriirs nad to be signed up. 

Since the beginning cf the 
year, Weyrich‘s staff had been 
busy trying to line up  a net- 
work of subscribers. The con- 
cept was not a familiar one to 
most grassmots activists. Even 
the notion of bringing pro-fami- 
Iv leaden together for coalition ” 
meeting5 is a new idea in most 
places, and linking them all into the 
same meeting simultaneously 
through television was an additional 
novelty. 

But imaginativeleaders from 
across the country recognized the 
potential of this project. It would 
help them bring local coalitions to- 
gether by providing a unique attrac- 
tion. It would give their local 
activists inside knowledge about M- 
tional affairs and enable them to 
have real impact. And it opened up 
new fundraising possibilities by of- 
fering a self-contained project that 
helped many organizations at o m .  

On the other hand, the task of or- 
ganizing the local meeting presented 
some serious difficulties. Fmt, it was 
necessary to locate a meeting place 
with the right receiving equipment. 
Churches, colleges, office buildings, 
and even private homes were can- 
vassed as possible meeting sites. In 
at least thrre cases, the local or- 

JUNE IWI 

ganizers of “Library Court Live” 
decided that it would be necessary 
to invest in their own satellite 
dishes. She initial cost was high, but 
the long-term benefits would just* 
theinvestment. 

A second challenge was securing 
the monthly participation fee. Where 
coalitions were already funbioning, 
this was not a major difficulty be- 
cause the financial burden could be 
shared among several organizations. 
But elsewhere, some creative energy 
was called into play. In New York 

ive the broadcast and the toll- 
telephone number for calling in 

questions and comments during the 
program.The written handouts to be 
distributed a! the meeting in connec- 
tion with each of the action item 
presentations were sent out in ad- 
vance via fax, 50 they could be dis- 
tributed to those in attendanceat 
each location. 

The content of the first show was 
flawless. Phyllis Schlafly, in Wash- 
ington for a congressional hearing 
that week. made the first action item 

THE COALITIONS FOR AMERICA 
NETWORK 

&litions for h e r i a  is so pleased with 
the response to Library Court Live that it has 
decided to add two more monthly pre 

Kingsfon Liw will be a broadcast of the 
Kingston Group, which deals with economic 
policy issues, while Sfonfon Live will ad- 
dress defense and foreign policy isnaes. 
Both of these programs are scheduled to 
prerniereinthefallof1991.’Koseinterested 
in subscribing to either of these broadcast 
meetings should contact Eric Eicht of Coali- 
tions for America at (202) 546-3003. 

grams later this year. 

City, for example, organizer Chris 
Slattery set up a sliding fee for par- 
ticipants, with those who con- 
tributed more heavily entitled to 
greaterrepresentation at themeet- 
ings. The goup  in Erie, Pa. decided 
to seek out sponsors for each pro- 
gram among local businessmen. 
Elsewhere, organizers saw an oppor- 
tunity to seek support from a single 
large donor, or assessed meeting par- 
ticipants lor a share of the fee so the 
burden would not fall too heavily on 
any one organization. 

One by one, the groups around 
the country solved their logistical 
problems and signed on to the net- 
work. By the time of the April 16 
premiere of “Library Court Live” the 
list of subscribers was large enough 
to jus* confidence that the projezt 
could become self-sustaining, and 
new subxribers continue to join the 
network. 

Each subscriber was given the 
satellite coordinates needed to 
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presentation on behalf of the 
Coats/Wolf proposals to in- 
crease the personal income tax 
exemption for dependent 
children. The other action items 
concerned the National Endow- 
ment for the Arts, a bill in Con- 
gress to restore federal funding 
do the forced-abortion policy in 
China through the UN Popula- 
tion Fund, and a pro-abortion 
boycott directed against !he 
State of Utah. 

The highlight of the pro- 
gram, however, was the special 
guest appearance of Lamar 
Alexander, the new Scretary 
of Education. Secretary 
Alexander outlined his view- 
points on the key education is- 
iues of the day ;nd he spent a 
full half-hour responding to 

questions from callers and from the 
studio audience. Fittingly, !he first 
call came horn Teny Allen in Ok- 
lahoma City. Since this broadcast 
was almost on the eve of the public 
presentation of the Bush Admin- 
istration’s education plan, viewers 
received a preview of the policy 
direction the Administration would 
take, as well as a hank statement of 
Secretary Alexander‘s views on is- 
sues.The Secretary, meanwhile, was 
made aware of conservative con- 
cerns on home schooling, the par- 
ticipation of church-related schools 
in education choice programs, na- 
tional teaching certification stand- 
ards, and school-based health dinia.  

R@sponse from viewers was phe- 
nomenally enthusiastic.Trent Franks 
of the Arizona Family Research h- 
stitutereprted that, even though he 
had been conducting coalition meet- 
ings for a year, his coalition partners 
in Phoenix seemed to understand, 



, for:he first time, how meetings are 
supposed to run. Chris Slattery in 
NewYork City said the broadcast 
had stimulated dozens of ideas 
within his coalition and helped them 
focus on specific actions they could 
take locally. Carole Griffin inTa1- 
lahassee decided to get other groups 
around her slate to subscribe to the 
broadcast so the grassroots in 
Florida could become better or- 
ganized and more active. 
As expected, the subscriber list 

p w  substantially for the second 
peogram, and dozens of groups 

’ I: ~~ ’: around the country are now work- 
, ~. . .  ~ ~ ing on pining the network. Some 
, .~ .. . .  minor technical flaws noted in the 

April broadcast were corrected, and 
-thanks in part to Secretary 
Alexander’s favorable report - 
prominent guests have already been 
lined up for forthcoming programs. 

’The conservative movement is 
only as strong as our graassroots,” 
said Weyrich. “These broadcasts 
enable grassroots activists to become 
Washington insiders, to find out 
what they can do right now to have 
impact on national issues, and also 
to learn how to work together effec- 
tively to maximize their strength in 
their own states and communities. 
This is the key movement-building 
tool for conservatives in the 
nineties.” D 

IEN TO WATCH 
month-every third 

Tuesday-LIBRARY COURT 
LIVE will be broadcast via satel- 
lite. Here are the remaining 
dates for 1991: 

June 18,1991 
July 16,1991 

August 20, ‘I 991 
September 17,1991 

October 15,1991 
November 19,1991 
December 17,1991 

AU broadcasts are scheduled 
to begin at B:OO p.m. 

B Y  M I K E  S P O R E k  . 5 N D  B . G .  M 

~. .. tudy is a preparation 
for action.” Morton 

’ Blackwell has used 
these words through- 

out his career in politics.They form 
the cornerstone of his organization, 
The Leadership Institute. The Lead- 
ership Institute’s mission is to locate, 
recruit, train and place young conser- 
vatives it; &he public policy process. 
Each year his training programs em- 
power about 1,OOO bright and pM- 
dpled young Americans to make a 
difference.They will have a positive 
influence on the future of America. 

Morton‘s own career in public pol- 
icy began as a student at Louisiana 
State University (L.S.U.). He and his 
future d e ,  Helen, helped start an 
organization called “Students for a 
Conservative Government” which 
brought M~~OMIIY known mnserva- 
tives to speak at L.S.U. Thus began 
his fight for conservative principles, 
now in its fourth decade. 

His early involvement led Mor- 
ton to a very important realization: 
To win at politics, Wig pure of 
heart is not sufficient. In 1964 he was 
the youngest delegate for Barry 
Goldwater at the Republican Nation- 
al Convention. Secure in the know- 
ledge that the values Goldwater 

.. . 

. .  . .  . .  

stood for were right, Morton learned 
from the disappointing results in the 
1964 election-that being right was 
not enough. Conservatives owe it to 
their philosophy to study how to 
win. 

Morton resolved PO ensure that 
more young conservatives do 
precisely that. In 1968 hebegan the 
first of his national training pro- 
grams which led to thecreation of 
the Leadership Institute in 1979. 

Sixteen years after he was a 
Goldwater delegate, and after 
having trained thousands of young 
conservative activists in the interven- 
ing years, Morton was a Ronald 
Reagan delegate to the 1980 conven- 
tion. Conservatism prevailed at the 
convention. Unlike 1964, this time 
the nomination victory was followed 
by another when Americans went lo 
the polh in the fall. 
Thanks in part to Morton’s train- 

ing, in 1980 conservative activists 
were numerous and more effective. 
In short, the conservative movement 
had studied and learned Row to win. 

In fact, a list of those in position 
to affect public policy who benefited 
from Morton’s training reads like a 
“Who‘s who?” of American Conser- 
vatism. Among the graduates of his 

A L A M U T ,  J R  

first national youth leadership 
school in 1968 were Mitch Mc- 
Connell (now U. S. Senator from 
Kentucky) and Terry Branstad (now 
Governor of Iowa). Others in high 
elected office whc have been em- 
powered through the political 
knowledge learned at his schools in- 
clude Congressmen Jack Fields 
(Texas) and Vin Weber (Minnesota). 
Hundreds of Iccal, state and federal 
officials as well as private sector 
leaders are graduates of his training. 
Activists from nearly every sig- 
nificant conservative group got their 
start at hi5 schools. 

Morton himself has had B direct 
hand in affecting American public 
Policy. 
In early 1984, Morton, then Special 

Assistant to the President for Public 
Liaison, left the White House to 
direct all his efforts toward increas- 
ing the number and effectiveness of 
conservativte activists. His Leader- 
ship Institute expands every year, 
training increasing numben of 
young conservative activists. 

Currently the Institute offers eight 
different schools, each designed in 
its own way to empower young run- 
servative activists for pahdpation 
in different areas of the public policy 
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prxess. Some of them include: 
The well-known youth Leadership 

School, the Institute's flagship 
school teaches the fundamentals of 

The popular Capitol Hill Staff 
Training School is for conservatives 
interested in working in a mngres- 
sional office. 

The Candidate Career Develop 
ment School guides prospective can- 
didates for public office, suggesting 
ways of political, philosophical, 
educational and personal prepara- 
tion for them to achieve their goals. 

The Foreign Service Opportunity 
School trains young conservatives to 
pass thestate Department's Foreign 
Service exam an3 successfully enter 
the Foreign Service. 

The Student Publication School 
teaches students how to begin and 
properly run successful conservative 
campus publications. These conser- 
vative campusnewspapers now 
provide an alternative view to col- 
lege and university students who 
have previously had no choice other 
than the liberal campus press. 

The newest Leadership Institute 
school is the Mentor school, which 
teaches conservative adults to b e  
come "political mentors" giving 
them the expertise to guide bright, 
young conservatives whoshould be 
active in government and politics. 

vatives week after week. training 
them how to affect public policy is- 
sues in America, and beyond. Stu- 
dents from more than I5 foreign 
countries have similarly benefited 
from Morton's baining, including, in 
the past year, young people from 
fouacounbies behind the old lron 
curtain 

Wnlike]ohnny Appleseed, who 
planted his seeds and moved on, 
Morton tends to his seedlings, al- 
ways looking for new and effective 
ways to bring young people along. 
In doing so, he empowers an increas- 
ing number of conservatives to in- 
fluence the public policy of the 
United states. 0 

politics. 

All of his xhwk empower conser- 

Mike Sporerand B.G. Malarnut,\r. 
are graduaies of Morton Blackwell's 
Youth h d m h i p  School. Both haw 
used !heir training io make a difference 
in public policyei thegraesroofslewl. 

A 

LAWS OF ?WE PMBLl Y PR OCESS 
Never give a bureaucrat a chance to 

01 Don't fire aU your ammunition at once. 
You can't beat a plan with no plan. 

@! Political technology determines political success. 
B In politics, you have your word and your Mends; go back on either 

la Don't treat good guys like you treat bad guys. 
and you're dead. 

You can't save the world if you can't pay the rent. 
Never miss a political meeting if you &id there's the slightest chance 
you'! wish you'd been there. 

destroy. 

The mind can absorb no more than the seat can endure. 
You cannot make friends of your enemies by making enemies of yo'our 
friends. 
Don't rely on being given anythhg you don't ask for. 

@J In volunteer politics, a builder can build faster than a destroyer can 

Actions have c o v e n - .  

S Winners aren't ped&. 'phey made fewer mistakes than their rivals. 
a In moments of miis, the initiative passes to those who are k t  p r e  

I# Poliiics is of &e heart as well a5 of the mind. Many people don't care 

B Moral outrage is the most p o w e m  motivating force in politics. 
Don't get mad except on purpose. 

B Keep your eye on the main chance and don't stop to kick every bark- 

B Pray as if it aU depended on God; work a5 if everything depended on 

II Effort is admirable. Achievement is valuable. 
E4 Give 'em a title and get'em bwolved. 
El Sound doctrine is sound politics. 
111 Don't make the perfect the enemy of the good. 

Remember, the other side li.is troubles too. 
A well-run movement takes care of its own. 

An ounce of loyalty is worth a pound of clevmess. 

Trust only those who are reliable even when a good cause appears to 

Goveming is campaigning by different means. 

erwise mi& disappear when the going gets tough. 

pared.. 

how much you know until they know how much you care. 

ing dog. 

you. 

E4 Hire 2t least as many to the right of you as to the kfl of you. 

LU Remember, it's a long ball game. 

be losing. 

B? A Zrompt, enerous letter d thanks can seal a commitment which oth- 

B The test of moral ideas is moral results. 
119 You can't beat someWg with nob iy .  

In politics, nothing m o w  unless itkpushed. 
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B Y  S C O T T  E .  H U C H  

local, volunteer grassroots 
organization can use direct 
mail very easily and effective 
ly to raise money. 

The number one rule is: "Don't 
make it too hard on yourself!" Your 
fundraising letters don't have to 
look like a subscrjption piece from 
National Geographic. Just follow a few 
simple rules, learned the hard way 
over the years by professional direc! 
marketers, and you should be able lo 
raise the money needed to fund your 
operation. 

Any good fundraising letter muit 
get the donor involved. Make sure 
heor sheunderstands the battle you 
are fighting. And explain precisely 
what you want thedonor to do to 
help you. But most important- 
make it easy to respond. 

actual letter (more on that In a mo- 
mentkbut  also plan the other ele 
men& of your fundraising pckp 
wery carefully. 

First, the envelope. Don't think 
you have to use your group's pre- 
printed business envelopes. Use en- 
velopes that are different, or even 
unwual-mix them up! Try a social 
size baronial or a 6"x 9 .  And who 
says they have to be white? The 
more unique your letter appears, the 
more likely it will be opened. 

Always hand-address your en- 
velopes for fundraising mail. Several 
ronservative groups I work with in 
Faipfax CountyoVirginia, hold an 
"envelope addrasing paw a few 
nights prior to the "envelope stufing 
party." Window envelopes and 
labels have "junk mail" written aU 
over them. And always use an actual 
postage stamp instead of a meter or 
a preprinted indicia, even when 
mailing at bulk rate. Stamped letters 
get opened more often. 

Remember this: it is a very brave 

p e m n  who receives an odd-looking 
hand-addressed envelope with no 
return address-and then throws it 
in the garbage without opening it. 

At the same time, the personal 
look usually beats cleverness. Ideally 
- e v e n  though your letter may look 
unusual or unique-you should feel 
as comfortable sending it as you 
would a personal letter to a close 
fiend. 

that this is true: a four page letit: 
will almost always raise moie 
money than a one-pge letter. Rea!- 
ly! Since your first goal is to per- 
suade your donor to send a 
contribution to your group, take 
your time and use as much space as 
necessary to tell him or her 1) what 
the problem is; 2) what your group 
proposes to do about it; and 3) what 
the donor should do to help you. 

ing just one persun. The recipient 
should feel you are talking only to 
him. 

Don't be timid about asking for 
money. In American society, it is not 
an easy thing to do. Force yourself. 
Ask for the money somewhere in the 
first five paragraphs, again in the 
kst ten, and then in the postscript 
(always w a PS. to re-state your en- 
tire case in a few lines). You don't 
have to sound like a beggar with hat 
in hand, but people can't read your 
mind-if your group needs money, 
askfor it. 

When you write your letter, don't 
use a dry, technical tone. Write about 
the threat your donor now faces due 
to the problem you identify. Talk 
about how your donor will benefit if 
he helps you solve the problem.You 
must present an effective and 
credible solution. Beware of big num- 
bers or grandiose generalities that 
mean little to the donor p e r ~ o ~ l l y .  

Now for the letter itself. I promise 

Always write as if you are address- 

Make it hit home. A $100 billion tax 
hike doesn't pack the same wallop 
as the extra $1,OOO it will a t  your 
family next year. 

Campaigns and political groups 
with whom 1 have worked learned 
through experience that people will 
not contribute simply to help pay 
your Field Director's mileage expen- 
ses.While you should ask for a con- 
tribution which will be appJied to a 
c w f i c  project, remember the com- 
mon philosophy and vision you 
share with your donor. And don't 
forget that their negative feelings 
about your political enemiesare 
p:obably every bit as strong (or 
stronger) than yours. 

paragraphs, and complicated ex- 
planations. If you confuse your 
donor, he will lose interest and you 
will lose a contribution. If you use 
computer personalization (not at ail 
necessary, but very helpful), too 
much can come across as insincere 
or phony. 

Finally, you must have an easy-to- 
understand reply form and business 
reply envelope (BRE). Always re- 
state the major point of your appeal 
on the reply fonnwhat is the 
problem and your proposed soh- 
tion? What should the donor do? 

Always ask for specific amounts 
of money, and tie the dollar amounts 
to s@c projects if you can. Don't 
ask for $15 if your donor can afford 
$100 and vice wsu. Always indude 
"Qthel" as a contxihtion option. 
And be sure to give a deadline, on 
your reply and in your letter, that is 
not too far from, nor too close to, the 
date your letter is received. Some 
where between 20 and 30 days later 
is about right. 
h addition to "Make Your Check 

Payable TQ:" language on your reply 
form, make sure to include your 

Avoid long. wordy sentences, long 
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group's return address.There 
should also be space for the donor to 
fill in his own name and address if 
you haven't personalized the form. 
And don't forget the Carinta Prin- 
ciple: if done correctly, your reply 
"gazinta" your reply envelope 
without any difficulty. 

tributors, as well as past donors to 
similar organizations, campaigns, 
church groups, etc., who will give 
you permission to use their lists ME- 
WAYS ASK!). Once a person con- 
tributes to your group, file their 
name carefully. Plan to solicit as 
many as 6-10 donations per year 
from them. Not everyone will give 
every time. But by remaining in con- 
stant cuntad with your donors, they 
will see evidence of your group's ef- 
fective activity. Also, thank every 
donor promptly and graciously. 

A good direct mail program can 
raise half to 75% of the annual 
budget for a local grassroots group. 
When I was Chairman of the Fairfax 
County Young Republicans, I per- 
sonally raised our year's budget of 
$7.000 largely through direct mail. I 
am helping several of our Northern 
Virginia conservative candidates 
raise money through direct mail in 
this year's local elections, and our ef- 
forts have been successful so far. 
Your group's direct mail success 

cannot be guaranteed, but you can 
do a lot to put yourself ahead in the 
competition for charitable contribu- 
tions. Don't reinvent the wheel. 
Simply follow the bouncing baU and 
duplicate what othershave success- 
fully done before you. A strong 
fundraising program allows you to 
pursue your group's goals more ef- 
fectively because you wiU have the 
resources Lo win! 

Use Lists of all your previous con- 

0 
Scott E.  Huch is a professionnl 

wpyurriter working in Falls Church, Vir- 
ginia. A nntiveoflllinois, Huch is 
treasurer ofa c o n m t i w  politicdoc- 
!ion committee and serws on the Exem- 
five Boardof Virginia's Lrgest Young 
Republjcnn club. He is adive m'th the 
Direct Marketing Association of Wash- 
ington and is n frequent lecturu on 
direct mail. membership remitment, 
and other lopics. 

Resource Center 

m Coalitions for America, 717 Semnd Street, N.E., Washingion, DC 2oW2 
(202)546-W3 (contact Eric licht) 
0 Terry Allen, Resourcel~tiruteofOklahoma.26N.W.7thShPet.Oklahoma 
City,Oldahoma 73102 (4055) 2394700 

dude: 
rn Alabama Family Alliince, P.O. Box 59692, Birmingham. Alabama 35259 (2051 
87o.9900 (contact Michael Ciamama orGary Palmer) 
8 AX~ZOM Family Research lnstitute,3550 N. Cmtral,SdtelD25, PhoariX. 
AI~WM 85012 (602)277-5181 (contact Trent Franks) 
a Evergrecll FreedomFoundation,P.O.Box552,Olympia,Washin@on98507 
(206) 352-1842 (contact Bob Williams) 

Expeaant Mother6re,210E23rdShpec,Suite5R, NewYorkNmYork 
10010,(212)695-1940(contacl~Slattny) 
a Family Concerns Galition N% W18221 County Line Road, Menornonee 
Falls, Wisconsin 53051 (414) 251-9440 (contact Craig Parshall) 

lnGiaMFamily Institute, 3M)N.MeridianS~,Suite910,Indiareapoljs,In- 
d i a ~  46204 (317) 237-2959 (contact Bill Smith? 
W Indiana Policy Review, 69i9Forsl men, Fort !?'3p?, Indiana 46815 (219) 493- 
3971 (cuntact Rick Hawks) 
B Pennsylvania Family Institute, P.O. aOk 220. Harmburg, Pennsylvania 17108 
(717) 234-2212 (contact M i c h d  Greerl 
S Traditional Values Coalition, 1005. Anahem Boulevard, Suite 350. Anaheim. 
California 9 W 5  (71 4)5204300 (contact Lou Sheldon) 
B Utah Associationof Women,5141 ~ o v ~ M e a d o w , M u ~ r a y , U ~ h 8 4 1 2 3 : ~ 1 )  
2660076 (contact Susan Roylace) 
U Women's Lobby, 2311 Capital Avenue, Sacramento, California 95816 (916) 
36@4355 (contact Barbara Alby) 
B Pahi& Bainbridge, !XI Audubon Mve, Snyder, New York 14226 (7%) 839- 
5050 
P Councilman Keith Butler, Detroit City Council, 1340 CityCoung Building, 
Detroit, Michigan 48226 (313) 224-1309 
S LeRoy Corey, 815 Main S t ~ e e t ,  Cedar Falls, Iowa 50613 (319) 277-3775 
B GregCulross,5213 Burgis, Grand Rapids, Michigan 49508 (616) 5387052 
81 hfanhew Hamest, 1506A Matthews Lane, Austin,Texas 78745 (512) 447-7031 
E Carole Griffm, 117 112 huth Monroe Street, P.O. Box 12968. Tallahassee, 
Florida (904) 893-1&83 
PI PanickVoUrner.3M)Patridan Way,Rsadena,~,lifornia91105(818)r)+9811 
~~imiTbach,5005ZuckRaad,rtl40,Erie,Pennsylvania 16506(8l4)452-31Oor 

E Morton Blackwell, Preident,The Leadership Institute, 8001 Braddock Road, 
5uite502,SpMgfield.Virginia 22151 (703)321-8580 

U Scott Huch, 2770 Stone Hollow Drive, Vienna, Virginia 22180 

Theeditors and columnistscan be reached at theFreeConmcFoundahcm,7l7 
Second Street, NE. Washington, DC20002 202/5463oOo(F~: Mt/s867689). Wem- 
murage your a U 5 ,  letla and submissions to EMWWERMLhm 
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EMPOWERMENT! is a publica- schooling. The legislators i n t m  
duced the necessary Wler 
amendments which were as- 
sured of approval after 
thousands of citizens in the 
coalition phoned in their sup 

tion for the conservative 
citizen. It is a publication de- 
signed to educate and inspire 
grassroots activists to take on 
h e  entrenched interests who 
use government to erode and 
not affirm our nation's values. 
The impomnce of the 
grass~oots in the conservative strategy cannot be over- 
estimated. Conservatism's strength lies not in govern- 
ment - for there we are outmatched - but in the 
people. No amount of lobbying, policy-making, and 
jxilemicizing by conservatives within government 
will, by itself, change government. Conservatives 
working m Washington, DC and the state capitols will 
consistently fail to advance our agenda of fiscal re- 
sponsibility and cultural preservation without the 
powerful voice of the grassroots echoing in the halls 
ofpwer.To put it as simply as possible, conser- 
vatism is the grassroots. Without the spark of citizen 
activism, conservatism and all we stand fQ1 will 
wither away. 

That is why there is this newsletter called EM- 
POWERMERIT! It is there to help the citizen activist 
wage a successful struggle against the big-spenders, 
the pornographers, the corrupt politicians, and the un- 
responsive bureaucrats. 

Past editions of Eh%POW- 
MENT! are already replete 
with 6uch examples.Take for 
instance the story of Richard 
Ford, a Dabs consultant 
turned citizen activist. Long 
involved in conservative ac- 
tidiiesin Washington, Ford 
sightfully decided the Lone 
Star State needed its own con- 
servative p u p .  Ford'sTexas 
Csnservative Coalition is a 
perf& example of the "in- 
side/outside" organizational 
mode1. 7 'k  coalition combines 
a t e  legislators working from 
We "inside" and atizen 
1sroups working from the 
"opntside" The coalition 
p v e d  its worth when it 
derailed a bill that would 
have virtually ended home- 

Po*. 
To borrow another example 

from a previous issue, there is 
the poignant tale of pro-fife activist Steve Baldwin. 
Tired of the socially-liberal politicians dominating San 
Diego politics, Baldwin decided toget conservatives 
elected for a change. After wresting control of the 
local Republican party from the liberal fxtition, 
Baldwin recruited 90 pro-life candidates for every- 
thing from the city council to the watei h a r d  and 52 
won election.'Ihis pro-life coalition succeeded so bril- 
liantly because it mobilized the large but dormant con- 
servative electorate. By identifying the hundreds of 
pro-life churches in the San oiego area, disRibuting 
campaign flyers at their Sunday services, placing ads 
in Christian newspapers, and conduaing mass mail- 
ings, the heretofore untapped wnservative voters 
finally found out they had a choice. 

In just the last issue of @MPOWERh"!T!, we saw 
countless examples of a more flamboyant activism in 
operation. As part of theTaxpayer Action Day nation- 

wide protests, 250 

NEXT MONTH ... 
Success by other mamu 

Anti-tax activist Ted Dykes and Dan 
Brown provide case studies CUI how citizens 
can fight the system and win. 

M D e  
Wchael Schwartz profiles Detmit City 

CounciIman Keith Butler, who has p m v d  
that Cowrvativc ideas can work in an 
urban area. 

deminstratorsin St. Louis 
staged a mock trial with Con- 

as the defendant.The 
jury found the institution guil- 
ty on all counts of wasteful 
spending and unnecessary 
tax hikes -all of this in front 
of Rep. Richard Gephardt's of- 
fice. Boston protesters dii- 
bibuted tea bags to remind 
participants of the tea party. 

This is only a handful of 
what EMpowERMENa! has to 
offer.The suggestions you 
s e d  in will be more than 
matched by the strategies, in- 

Paul W0-h 

poweratie. formation. and ti= EM- 
The publisher discusses ways to em- 

-- 
Signing up for EMPOWER- 
M W !  is the first step in a sac- 
cessful grassroots effort. 0 

Find out answers to frequently asked 
pubLic poky questions. 





Free Congress Foundation, Inc. (1977) 

717 Second Street, NE 
Washington, D.C. 20002 
Phone: (202) 546-3OOO 
Fa: (202) 546-7689 

PURPOSE 

STAFF 

DIBECTOR 

’To promote traditional values, responsive government, and a strong 
America.” 
- 
30 total-25 professional; 5 support; plus 10 interns and 10 part - t’ m e  
staff 

Paul M. Weyiirh, president. Weyrich is also national chairman of Coali- 
!ions for Anierica. Xe is a writer, public policy specialist, and political 
activist who has been on the Washington scene for twenty-five years. 

TAX STATUS 

1990-&.0 million 
Proposed 199144.1  million BUDGET 

Foundations, 50 percent; individuals, 20 percent; corporations, 15 per- 
cent; rent and other, 15 percent 

Members: N/A 
Brancheslchapters: N I A  
Affiliates: NIA 

PAC 

METHOD OF 
Conferenceslseminars Media outreach OPEBATION 

Free Congress Political Action Committee 

Awards program Library /information 
Campaign contributions clearinghouse 

Congressional testimony Research 
Congressional voting analysis Speakers program 
Filmslvideotapeslaudiotapes Training and technical assistance 
International activities 
Legislative/regulatory monitoring 

(federal and state) 

Free Congress Foundation, Inc. t?63 
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The Free Congress Foundation has eleven research divisions CURRENT -Center for Competitiveness 
-Center for Conservative Governance 
-Center for Cultural Conservatism 
-Center for Fiscal Responsibility 
-Center for Foreign Policy 
-Center for Freedom and Democracy 
-Center for Government and Politics 
-Center for Law and Democracy 
-Center for Social Policy 
-Center for State Policy 
-Center for Transportation and Urban Studies 

CONCERNS 

PUBLICATIONS Ninth ]uStjce: The Fighf for Bork 

Empowement! (monthly) 
Essays on Our Times (occasionally) 
Policy lnsighfs (occasionally) 
Policy Insights-Freedom and Democracy Series ( 2  times a month) 
Spotli~ht on Congress (6 times a year) 
Weyrich Insider (12 times a year) 

Federal Classroom and State Classroom s~ssions (designed to "equip 
conservatives in the administration for efiective participation in poi- 
icy development") 

NEWSLETTER 

CONITRENCES 
National and international conferences 

- 
Jeffrey H. Coors, chairman; Robert H. Krieble, vice chairman; Robert J .  

Billings, secretary; Charles Moser, treasurer 
Other members: 
T. Coleman Andrews Howard Long Henry J.  Smith 
William L. Armstrong Marion Magruder, Jr. Paul M. Weyrich 
John D. Beckett Thomas A. Roe 
Ralph Hall Kathleen Teague 
Clifford S. Heinz Rothschild 
Terry J. Kohler Robert Sandblom 

". . . Conservative leader Paul Weyrich, who sometimes provides politi- 
cal counsel to [President Bush's] senior advisers." (Washington Times. 
December 28, 1990) 

BOARD OF 
DIflECTORS 

___ 

EnECmENESS 

". . . The Krieble Foundation recently approached [Free Congress Foun- 
dation president] Paul Weyrich, perhaps the ablest nuts-and-bolts politi- 
cal operator active in the conservative movement, and asked him to lead 
a task force to train interested individuals in Eastern Europe in the fine 
points of Westernstyle politicking." (William Rusher, Washington Tinies. 
January 3, 1990) 

'Though less well-known than some of the noisy self-promoters on the 
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right, [Free Congress Foundation president PaulJ Weyrich swings as 
much weight through his personal standing and his organizational 
network as anyone from that part o€ the political spectrum. After 
Weyrich's testimony about John Tower's drinking habits helped sink 
Tower's nomination as secretary of defense, President Bush thought it 
prudent to send Weyrich a note saying that there were no hard feelings. 
That is clout." (David S .  Broder, Washington Post, December 3, 1989) 

"When we left Paul M. Weyrich, he had just undermined President 
George Bush's fint choice for secretary of defense. Now he has decided 
to rebuild the American conservative movement from the bottom up.. . . 

"That sounds unlikely, but it is no less plausible than the undoing of 
John G. Tower, the former Republican senator from Texas, rejected by 
the Senate for secretary of defense last winter after a controversy that 
surfaced when Mr. Weyrich accused him of misbehaving with women 
and whiskey. ne saia n i s  testimony dgdilw another Conservative 
stemmed Irom concern about Mr. Tower's character and about Leader- 
ship at the Pentagon. 

"Mr. Weyiich says he is asked about the Tower episode at his organiz- 
ing and fund-raising appearances for his Y~ee Congress Foundation, bzt 
that other conservatives haven't been cr;ticaJ, tiilly curious. Nor, he said, 
have there been any lingering problems in his contacts with the White 
House. 

"And conservative business seems to be thriving. Mr. Weyrich's orga- 
nization raised $3.34 million . . . and has just expanded its row of small 
office buildings near the foot of Capitol Hill.. . ." (Walter Mears, Wash- 
ing(vr Times, October 16, 1989) 

"Mr. [Paul] Weyrich is one of those self-created Washington phenomena 
whom everyone agrees is important, though most have trQubk defining 
exactly what it is he does. 'What is Paul Weyrich?' asked R. Emmett 
Tyrell Jr., the conservative columnist, in an interview. 'Is he a lobbyist? 
Is he a politician? Is he a writer? Is he a philosopher? Is he a theologian?' 

"The confusion may stem from Mr. Weyrich's titles, because he has SO 

many. He is president of the Free Congress Reseaich and Education 
Foundation, a research group [in Washington, D.C.]. He is national 
chairman of the Free Congress Political Action Committee. And, he is 
national chairman of Coalitions for America. He founded these orga- 
nizations . . . [and] was also a founder of the Heritage Foundation, now 
one of Washington's most influential public-policy research groups.. . . 

'7n effect, Mr. Weyrich N R S  a vertically integrated political operation 
that claims to have an annual budget of $5 million. The tax-exempt Free 
Congress Foundation generates conservative ideas and publishes a re- 
spected nonpartisan newsletter on Congressional elections. The Political 
Action Committee helps elect conservatives who will support the foun- 
dation's ideas. Coalitions lor America is a network that agitates for the 
cause at the grass roots. 

"There is considerable dispute on the Right over what Mr. Weyrich 
accomplishes with his organizations. 'I don't know what he has to show 
for the money,' said [Roger Stone, a Republican political consultant,] 
who says for attribution what some other conservatives will only say off 
the record. 'Which U.S. Senator has he  helped to elect? Which Gover- 
nor?' 
"Mr. Stone argued that Mr. Weyrich's influence stems mainly from his 
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ability to get quoted in the press and on television. ‘He screams and gets 
covered,‘ said Mr. Stone. 

“But Burton Yale Pines, vise president of the Heritage Foundation, 
echoes others on the Right in calling Mr. Weyrich ’a master of grass- 
roots strategy and tactics’ who has not only helped elect candidates, but 
has also played an important role in shifting the tone of the national 
debate to the Right.” (New York Times, March 16, 1989) 

”A conservative lobbying group.” (New York Times, April IO, 1990) POLITICAL 
‘The conservative movement, much like Michael Dukakis‘ famous fish, 
may well be rotting from the head-that is to say, Washington-first. 
That is probably not the way Paul Weyrich would put it. But it is the 
sense one gets from reading between the lines of a memo issued to a few 
select sources by Mr. Weyrich that certainly adds weight to speculation 
in this column that big changes are in store for the various entities 
under his control. 

”According to a copy of the memo supplied to this column, Mr. 
Weyrich’s ‘Free Congress Foundation is uniquely positioned to lead the 
effort to rebuild the [conservative] movement.’ 

‘The cigkt-page memo talks about conservative victories of the 1970s 
and early %Os, and the resultant ’intoxication of Washington.. . .’ 

“Thus the Conservative movement got cut off from the grass roots. 
The  move to Washington by so many organizations resulted in a decline 
in our ability to push buttons and light up lights over large parts of 
America,’ Mr. Weyrich says in the mtmo. 

’That situation was not good for Mr. Weyrich: To say it . . . was not 
received well in Washington would be an understatement.’ So Mr. 
Weyrich has decided to abandon the sinful city.. . . 

”Based on the perception of a hunger for a system of values and 
method of action at the grass roots akin to his own ideas, Mr. Weyrich 
says he is taking his efforts back to those who had been abandoned.. . .” 
(Washington Times, September 24, 1989) 

“A conservative research group.” (Wall Street lournnl, May 5, 1989) 

ORIENTATION 





Bv Shawn Miller 

S u ~ ~ a ~ ~  Paul We@&% 
bdollioficrl Empowerment 
Felwkion nehvork is young but 
drecrdy making its mark It 
0im 00 s?eer people away from 
pliital a@hy and t m r d  

iad influence - und n d  
n presidential elections. 

e t e r B m h a s  seen the future 
of American politics, and he 
saw it on television - satellite 
television, to be exact. 

A contributing editor to OnSat 
n a m e ,  Bnnvn argues that “the 
imited degree of participation by the 
berican electorate“ makes the time 
ipe for considering drastic changes 
n the political system. ’Itanslation: 
vider use of his favorite technology, 
he parabolic TV dish. 
B m ,  who also is the founder. 

iublicist and ranking member of the 
’a-abolicParty, ismystified that poli- 
i c h s  have been slow to grasp the 
otential of the new electronic envi- 
onment offered by satellite technol- 
gy. And he is convinced that “Mr 
owcasting” - specialty programs 
mmed to select audiences - can 
bake the American people out of 
heirpolitical funk, keep them better 

informed and ofkr &hem more direci 
access to an influence on national 
politicians. 

In a small studio in the basemen1 
of the Free Congress Foundation in 
Washington, Brown’s future is Paul 
Weyrich’s present. A year and a half 
ago-beforeRossPemt’stakofelec- 
mnic  town hall meetings - the wn- 
servative activist hunched his Na. 
tional Empowerment TeleGision net- 
workasanexperiment in”interactive 
political television.” Each month 
since then, groups of up to 1.50 
faithful activists in congressional 
dishdcts around the country (now 91 
of them and counting) have gathered 
at a site with a satellite dish quipped 
to receive NETS signal. Whst they 
see is an houplong hybrid of Lam 
King Live and the political strategy 
meetings Weyrich has been hosting 
with conservative leaders in Wash- 
ington for the past 20 years. 

The basic format of the telecast is 
inspiration, thm action. Studio and 
call-in interviews of big-name politi- 
cos such as Secretary of Education 
Lamar Alexander, Rep. New Ging- 
rich of Georgia and Sen. Phil Gramm 
Qf Texas fill the first 30 minutes of 
each show. The second half is devoted 
m advice on how viewers an influ- 
ence their elected officials. 

“The general purpose of NET is to 
involve people in changing America,” 

says Weyrich, president of the Free 
Congress Foundation. “We have a tre 
mendous mount of anger m d  frus. 
h-ation out there, and it has to be di. 
rectedpro~rlyoritwillgotowaste:’ 

Former Secretary of Education 
William Bennett, who signed on as 
:hainnan of the NET board of dinec- 
tors in June and is a frequent guest 
,n :he shows, sees the network as re 
riving a “conversation between the 
3ovemors and the governed.” 

’Ib make the conversation easkr to 
bllow, NET has broken its d w ~ s t s  
lown into four programs, a c b  of 
which airs once a month. 
e Empowerment Outreoch ILL=, 

dich focuses on tax reform, cam- 
Etitiveness. wasteful gowmment 
;pending and legislative reform. A 
w e n t  guest was Sen. Bob Smith nf 
few Hampshire, who appeared on 
he “action item” half of the shuw to 
lush his debt reduction plan that 
muld allow taxpayers to earmark up 
D 10 percent of their income tax each 
‘ear for debt reduction. Cohost Wey- 
ich pitched in. asking viewers to csll 
heir congressmen and urge support 
w Smith’s bill. 

0 Family Fomm Live, focusing on 
traditional family values”- encom- 
assing a wide variety of issues from 
chool choice to abortion. During the 
,eptember episode Rep. Dana Rohr- 
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abaclier of California called for i 
viewer boycott of Levi Strauss an( 
Wells Fargo. two companies that re 
cently withdrew charitable suppor 
of the Boy Scouts for refusing to em 
ploy homosexial scoutmasters. 

e A Second Look Live, which offer: 
an outlet and support system foi 
black conservatives. The NET pro 
gram of which Weyrich is proudest 
A Second Look was horn in the after. 
math of the Clarence Thomas confir 
mation hearings last October. Wey 
rich “felt that the coalition that had 
been braught together during the 
hearings shouldn’t be allowed IO dis, 
solve:’ says Phyllis Berry Myers, the 
show’s producer. With “action items’ 
such as a protest of Sister Souljah’s 
appearanceat Black Expo ‘92 in Indi- 
anapolis and support for the boycon 
of Time Warnerin response to Ice-T’s 
song “Cop Killer: Myers wants her 
audience to rake a second look at “the 
line of thinking the black community 
has been told is in our best interests, 
when in fact it is not.” She describes 
the response as “overwhelming:’ 
Weyrich has tentative plans to start a 
similar telecast for Mexican-Amer- 
isms next year. 

4 Campus Connection Live. de- 
buting Oct. 8, will concentrate on con- 
cerns such a s  the effect of the“isms” 
(multiculturalism, feminism, envi- 
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ranmentalism) on higher education. 
Producer Molly Baldwin, only a year 
out of Boston College, hopes the sliow 
will offer the same sense of camara- 
derie to campus conservatives that 
Second Look offers black conserva- 
tives. “Every campus has students 
and professors who don‘t go along 
with the politidly correct agenda 
that is being pushed on them and 
will suffer socially 
and academically 
if they are out- 
spoken about their 
beliefs,” Baldwin 
says. %n campus 
outlets have been 
lined up for this 
academic year, in- 
cluding ones at 
the University of 
Maine, Pennsylva- 
ilia State Univer- 
sity and Pepperdine Universiw. 

Though word of NET and its pro- 
grams hasn‘t spread far beyond the 
ears of its participants, there haw 
been flashes of potency of the sort 
Weyrich is looking for. A few days 
after a FamiIy Foruni Live show In 
February that saw guest Constance 
Horner, director of presidential per- 
sonnel, endure a barrage of caller 
:omplaints about the National E:n- 
jowment for the Arts and its conRo- 

versial grants, President Bush fire! 
NEA Chairman John Frohnmavei 
Though NET staffers play down th,  
network‘s role in the dismissal, at thi 
time White House officials suggestec 
that Horner and her appearance 01 
the show were crucial to the pres 
ident’s action. 

The network’s part in a July 199: 
decision by Secretary of Health an( 
Human Services Louis Sullivan tc 
cancel an $18 million sex survel 
of American teens is more obvious 
Appearing on NET, Sullivan was 
shocked when Bob Baldwin, presi 
dent of the Michigan Association 01 
Christian Schools, confronted him 
with the HHS survey, which would 
have asked more than 20,ooO junioi 
high school and high school siudent! 
abo?rt their sexual experiences. Sulli. 
van had been unaware of the survey; 
within two days it was canceled. 

It also appears that NET had a 
behind-thescenes rule in the Chr. 
ence Thornaelhita HU! melodrama. 
Though he will not divulge na~~t?s 
Weyrich says NET wzs directly re 
sponsible for the pro-Thomas votesot 
senators from two Western states. 
“We flooded their offices wiuith over 
2,000phonecalIs intwo0ays:’hesays. 
”Qneof them met wifh ootaffiliatein 
his state and asked, ‘What do I haw tn 
do to call off the dogs?’ ” The answer 
was obvious: Vote for confirmation. 
In a rare public appearance, Thom- 
as went on Second Look Live in July 
to thank the network for its sup- 
pori. 

Secretary of Education Alexander 
has adapted the idea of satellite net- 
working for his depanment’s Amer 

ica 2000project- 
a program foster- 
ing innovation in 
public school or- 
ganization. “I was 
looking for a way 
to give more con- 
sistent support to 
all the communi- 
ties t r y i n g  to 
c h a n g e  t h e i r  
schools ,”  says  
Alexander, who 

has appeared on NET five rimes. 
”When Paul invited me to be a parr of 
his network. his idea rang a bell, and 
1 thought to myself, ‘Maybe we ought 
to take a closer look at this.’ ” There 
have been four America 2000SateUite 
?bwn Meetings, reaching almost 
1,000 communities. 

Satisfied that it has a successful 
format, NET has moved to widen its 
influence. On Sept. 15, Wiscqnsin 
Empowerment Network lklevlsion 
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made its debut from a public :.lev: 
;ion studio in Madison. With ;d ri 
note locations acmss the siare m e r  
fiswers a n  receive ihc signal 
VENT functions in much the sam, 
ashion as the national show. excep 
he celebrity guests and action item 
:enter on statewide issues. 

“WEhT is [an important] step for 
vard,” says Michael Schwara. whl 
requently cohosts the national pm 
:ram with Weyrich. Schwanz see! 
he move to state and local issues a: 
,natural next step f o r m  “Moreoi 
he government policy that actuall] 
ffects the day-to-day lives of rea 
eople takes place on a state leve 
han on a national level.” 
NET wheeled in the big guns foi 

‘le inaugural WENT broadcast. Both 
i‘eyrich and Bennen spent the nighi 
I Madison, appearing on the l o a  
how and a national one that followed. 
hey also used the occasion to honor 
kconsin Cov. 7bmmy Thompson, 
,mewhat of a cult hero among con. 
ervatives for his successful welfare 
:form and school choice initiatives. 

The Wisconsin show, too, had its 
nction items”: There was a pitch 
o m  Partners Advancing Values in 
ducation, a privately funded Mil- 
aukee group that promotes school 
loice by providing vouchers to poor 
udents for private school tuition. 
nd James Silver of the Wisconsin 
ssociation of Non Public Schools 
‘uted a bill that would provide tax 
.edits to parents who want to send 
!eir children to private school. 
Weyrich sees the national pro- 

amming. which follows the Wiscon- 
n show, as a “tremendous drawing 
Ird” for this and future state sys- 
ms. With the lure of celebrities in 

16 Insight 

the second hour, more people wil 
show up for the first hour of stat, 
issues. Steve Knutson, who ccpordi 
natestheLaCrosseaFfiliateofWENl 
says the group of a dozen. curioui 
souls who gathered at Western Wis 
wnsin Technical College to watch thi 
first broadcast %re “especially at 
tracred to the idea that you had rhesc 
high-profile political folks who 
could just pick up the phone and ham 
direct access to.” 

city Republican Party official, 
Knutson also sees WENT as e 
public relations coup. Becausf 

Che program offers “penple a chancc 
to feel more politically involved,’ 
Knutson thinks WENT will help him 
organize people who would otkerwis 
be apathetic. “This is going to bring a 
lot of people” into the Republican 
fold. he predicts. 

Weyrich. however, believes the p 
tential impact of NET is fess immedi- 
ately partisan. While he suspeces in- 
terest in NET has k e n  spurred by 
the unhappiness in conservative cir. 
des with George Bush. he points out 
that one of she goals of his group is to 
w a n  the electorate from the notion 
that political activism begins and 
ends with voting for a president. “We 
want to convince [the voters] that 
they need to be active in the long 
tern. not just for two months ewry 
four years:’ he says. “If w can take 
this far enough. then it won’t matter 
who is in power.” 

Bennett also believes the fact that 
‘conservatives are very upset with 
the Bush administration” is at least 
mtially responsible for NET’S quick 
itan, but he adds to the equation “a 
:enera1 discontent with Congress” 
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and public reaction toa “crisis in the 
social and moral values in our coun- 
try’’ 

Both Weyrich and Bennett take 
care eo speak of potential rather than 
achievement, noting that NET is still 
in its infancy. “We have potentially a 
very powerful instrument for re- 
form:’ says Bennett, “but its wntin- 
ued success is not inevitable:’ The 
Sullivan and Thomas examples aside, 
NET is not yet a primetime player h 
the Washington influence game. Sen. 
Larry Craig of Idaho, who Ras ap 
peared on the network twice, says “i 
is going to take some time” before b 
mention of ATET throws fear into thc 
hearts of his colleagues. 

But the exploding technology 0 
satellite communications, which 
should see smaller and cheapei 
dishes, promises wider availability 
Expansion wiU bring higher costs 
each new viewing site carries E 
S2,!XKl price tag for NET, and the net 
work’s $2.1 miifion annual budget i! 
projected to double by 1997. Whik 
the bulk of NET‘S startup ekpcnse: 
have been covered by a Free Con, 
gress Foundation special projects 
fund and private donations, Weyricb 
hopes an advertising campaign that’s 
111 the works wiU drum up additional 
support. 
Assuming success in that area 

NET is planning for a funwe thal 
would include affiliates in all 435 con. 
Zressional districts, remoteandmr. 
seas broadcasts, NET news and 
jebate programs, and mmrnent inta 
he cable market. There is also op 
imism regarding fu&ber activities 
n the states, with Wqia poised to 
ollow Wisconsin as the next state af- 
imte. 

Brown of the Parabolic Party 
Itretches the possibilities beyond 
Ten those that W m c h  is consider- 
ng. ThepartypIatform’smjorpW 
aIIs for a telecommunications sys- 
ern that would let congressmen in- 
eract timu@ satellite linkups from 
heir home districts, putting them 
,loser to their wrmituents and far- 
her from Capitol Hill’s lobbyists ana 
pecial interest groups. 

Unfortunately for satellite enthu- 
iasts, the fact that MET has not in- 
pired any imitation networks (ex- 
ept for Alexander’s educatiohl 
pinom belies any visions of a dis- 
ersed Congress. Weyrich, for one. 
rould welcome the challenge of COM- 
etition -even from the liberal side 
f the fence. ““he more people in- 
olved in the discussion, the better:’ 
e says. “That’s the whole point of 
rhat we are trying to accomplish.” * 
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BY DAVID GERCEN 

I you were just zapping through regular television 
fare last Wednesday night, you would never have 
seen it. But if you had special equipment-a dish 

equipped to receive Ku-band transmissions, pointed 99 
degrees west, aimed at SBS 6, Transponder U-you 
would have witnessed something truly different: the cre- 
ation of a new politics in America. 

For LO yean. Paul Weyrich has served as a spark plug for 
conservative activists in Washington, D.C., drawing them 
together on a regular basis to plot strategy. A year ago, he 
decided to take his meetings out of the back room and into 

The cs 
senators has quietly trekked before cameras; Dick Che- 
ney is due in May, and Richard Nixon has agreed to come 
later. “There is a real, perceptible impact in the White 
House and on Capitol Hill when they focus on an issue,” 
say; a Bush adviser, who adds that anger expressed by 
participants in a show earlier this year was a major spur in 
the president’s decision to fire John Frohnmayer, chief of 
the National Endowment for the MS. 

The headiest moment for NET, says Weyrich, was the 
Supreme Couro confirmation of Clarence Thomas. For 
months, participants in his teleconferences worked to 

grass-roots America. The result 
is “National Empowerment 
Television.” a pioneering at- 
rempr to link high technology 
with a growing hunger among 
people outside Washington to 
seize control again. 

’Through a series of televised 
programs, NET has already be- 
come a potent new force, and if 
you saw it in action last week, 
you a u l d  easily see why. The 
show was staged in a row house 
in northeast Washington. home 
of the Free Congress Founda- 
tion, which Weyrich heads. By 
satellite, it was beamed into 65 
communities. where groups of 
40 to 150 local conservatives- 
about 40 percent of them Dem- 

help Thomas. Then, at a crucial 
moment, people in V’cstern 
states collared two wzvering 
Democrats, verbally beating up 
one of them. “We got both 
votes,” Weyrich Is convinced. 
So, apparedy, is Thomas. The 
new justic has turned down all 
requests for speeches and inter- 
views, but he has made one ek- 
ception: an appearance on 
NET IO thank the participants. 

Weyrich now broadcasts three 
shows a month and is building 
rapidly. The biggest is for social 
conservatives, another for cco- 
nomic conservatives, the lat- 
est-and most intriguing-for 
blacks. Energized by the Thom- 
as fight, black groups in 12 cities 

ocratic-gathered before spe- Emjmwerers. A/aander, Wqich and Schwarfz now talk about way; of preserv- 
cially equipped TV sets. ing families and neighkrhoods. 

“They don’t want to be quiet 
Through number. each an group 800 telephone could call ‘Weyyich &&ed to fakg his anymore,” exults Phyllis Berry 
in and talk live with Weyrich, meetings out of the back yoom Myers, recruited to put together 
show co-host Michael Schwanz , the program after her testimony 
and wests. and irzto ~ Y ~ S - Y O O ~ S  America. on behalf of Thomas. 

F&r half an hour, social activ- 
ists lined up to tell the audience 
how to help in attacking “hot”. 

America won’t be quiet any- 
more, either. Interactive televi- 
sion is not a new technoloev: 

issues. AbcKion opponent Palricia Bainbridge, for exam- 
ple, urged viewers to step up a boycott of companies giving 
funds to Planned Parenthood. “the largest single provider 
of abortions.” Her attacks would infuriate liberals, but what 
she wants is results. and she’s getting them: She says 22 big 
companies, including ATBrT, have cut off contributions. 

Ponulist technology. The evening’spiece de rPsirtance was 
Education Secretary Lamar Alexander, who spent 45 min- 
utes fielding questions and lisfening ro complaints about 
the country’s schools and morals. Ever sensitive to populist 
politics-he may be in the thick of the 1996 presidential 
contest-Alexander was making his third appearance on 
NET. So fascinated has he been that he is trying to set up 
his own separate network tying together communities 
pledged to the administration’s education reforms. 

How strong is National Empowerment Television? 
Powerful enough that a parade of cabinet officers and 

. .. . 
corporations like Wal-Mart and J. C. Penney as well as 5 
call-in hosts have used it for several years. But Weyrich & 
Co. are the first to put its magic behind a political move- 
ment. While many will strenuously obi& to ips agenda, 
National Empowerment Television actually accomplishes 
something deeper that is altogether healthy: It is recon- 
necting citizens to each other and to their leaders. 

There is a lesson here for left as well as right. Bring 
rogethergroups of angry Americans, let them talk directly 
to their public servants, let them share ideas with each 
other-and soon the discontent so pervasive in the lagd 
can turn into direct political action. In an earlier age, a 
James Madison would have worried about the prospec!s 
of mob rule, but in today’s fragmented and fractious poll- 
tics, there is much to be said for building new coalitions 
and a new sense of community. Can it be long before 
Common Cause has a channel, too? e 
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History 

1: Paul M. W 4 c b  

When 1 came to Washington in 1966 I 
assumed chat consemrive leaders inside 
and outside of Congress met together 
:on a scylar basis to strategize on 
important upcoming pieces of legisla- 

.. tion. 1 -as sadly mistaken that by and 
:. krge this was nor the case. 

T: ln 1969 while I was working for Sena- 
.’ tor Gordon Alkx~ of Colorado, 1 had 
the opponuniry of going to a meeting 
on civil rights issues. At that meeting 1 
learned how the liberal opposition oper- 
ated. They had the aides to all the 
Senators there, and they had rhe 
authotiq to commit their bosses to 
specific smtegies. They had the repre- 
mtatives of foundations. which could 
supply data on this OT that. They had a 
legal gmup They had outside lobbying 
groups, and they could say, “We need 
uxne pmsure when WT get down the 
linc and if they come up with this 
nmmdrnent, we want the whole coun- 
ny dened.” And they had a couple of 
columins who said. “I can write some- 
thing, just give me the riming of it.” At 
this meeting I learned the essential ele- 
ments necessary to orchesnatc a suc- 
c 4 t  legisfarive bade. From chat time 
onuard I was determined to duplicate 
that &OR on the right in Washington 
D.C 
In the 1970’s. w e  conservatives set out 
to match the highly effective mmres 
of the liberals. We set up CoNervative 

. .  

think tar. I such as 
Foundation and the Free Congress 
Foundation which provided issue bulle- 
tins on foreign, economic, and mcial 
policy to memben of Congress who till 
this point had primarily relied on the 
public policy papers of The Bmkings 
Institute, a liberal chink rank. This wapl 

an important development in helping 
consemrive leaders shdpe the policy 
agenda. 

During the 1970’s we conservatives also 
recognized the success of the likralk 
informal group, Democratic Study 
Group. The DSC uas formed by liberal 
members of Congress in the 1950’s to 
get their members to p l  T~SOUICPS t~ 
create a permanent staff to conceninre 
on critical legislative policy formuia- 
tions. %is proved to be an effective ve- 
hicle for iiberal members of the House. 
It also uas a central unifying unit for 
the lek. This being the case, in the 
early 1970’s conservatives established 
the Republican Study Committee for 
House conservative members and the 
Senate Steering Committee for conser- 
vative Senate members. 

: Heritage Along with the creation of the “inside” 
conservative structures in the U.S. 
House of Representatives and the 
Senate, during the decade of the late 
70’s there was an emergence of numer- 
ous ‘butside” conservative p u p s  work- 
ing on various defense, economic, and 
social issues. We began to hold our fint 
coalition meetings in 1972. The meet- 
ings were originally run ad hoc and 
then backed by the Free Congress Pac. 

In 1977 we decided the time was ripe 
to form a specific organization that 
would function as the place where “in- 
side” members of Congress and their 
staff along with the ’butside” groups 
could meet on a regular basis IO strate- 
gize on imponant legislarion, nomina- 
tions, and public polity mattea. That 
organization w s  Coalitions for 
Amrica. 

-- c 

Paul Wcvrich and Coalitions for America participants meet with former Pretidenr 
Ronald Reagan. 
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Coalitions tor 
America 

Tday Coalitions for America has grown 
into a broad-based organization com- 
prised of Over 300 different business, 
defense and social issues groups. I t  i s  
one of the primary meeting places in 
Washington D.C. where the nation's 
leaders come to call upon groups to get 
action taken on legislation, nomina- 
tions and confirmations. or other public 
poky matters. The regular meetings of 
the groups feature speaken from the 
Pmidentk Cabinet, high Adminisna- 
tion officials, members of Congms and 
leading public figum. 

What makes Coalitions for America es- 
pecially amaaive KO Washington's Icad- 
en is the distinctive format of the 
meeerings. For each meeting a timely ar- 
ray of speakers is prepared for an action 
packed agenda. Then is a set pnxedun 
chat each meeting4ollows so that the 
maximum amount of action is commit- 
ted to Sy the members. The speakers 
themselves, Senators, Congressmen, Ad- 
ministration officials and coalition 
members come prepared to talk briefly 
abu t  their issues. Thm t h y  take ques- 
t i O N  from the coalition groups at the 
meeting. Once &e questions arc an- 
wered, the speaker presents a specific 
snategic anion plan on heir bues to 
the participating groups attending the 
meeting. At this point the Chainnan of 
the rneering asks the parciciparing 
groups for volunteen on the speakers re- 
quest for action. No one is compelled 
to volunrm 60 each organization can 
mainrain irs mtedom and integrity to 
om when it wants ut Ordinarily, each 
agenda item Rquim no mon than 10 
rninura, which means the meetings 
move along swiftly. The group par- 
ticipanrs who mak  che pledge to w r k  
OD specific action =quested by the 
speaken at the meetings arr expected eo 
keep their commitments eo do SQ The 
snicm pledges of individuals arr re- 
corded dufing the meeting. At the n u t  
subsequent meeting, the Chairman 
checks with the individuals to see if 
they hive fulfilled their action item 
responsibilities. Regular nnendance by 
the participating organization's decision 
m a h  is q u i d  at the meetings. This 

gives the meetings continuity and the 
necessary people there who can commit 
their organizations to take specific 
action. 

The Coalitions for America meeting 
format is successful and useful to all 
concerned. The meetings are off the 
record which means the speakers on ehe 
agenda can feel they can be totally can- 
did in their approach to the group. The 
speaken themselves find the meeting 
wful because they know the p u p  will 
take specific action with their particular 
legislative agenda. The participating 
groups in turn feel they are able to 
have impact with Congmsional and 
Administration figures. The group also 
benefits hecause with a regular schedule 
of meetings each and every member has 
the opportunity at some point to 
piesent their agenda to the gmup for 
action. Every PaKiCipating otgmiaion 
is a k c t e d  eo accept some action 
item, PO make a commitment to cany 
out some specific action io advance 
some agenda issue. By member organiza- 
tions helping each other on the differ- 
ing agendas, the individual groups 
benefit by being a part of a coalition. 
In addition to the knowledge char each 
paricipating organization wili have the 
opportunity of getting action on their 
own agenda, the p u p  itself feels a 
s e w  of accomplishment with the 
meeting in advancing an overall 
agenda. 

The coalition meeting anion to be 
takn  from specific agenda =quests can 

be a5 varied as penonally lobbying of 
Congressmen on Capitol Hill. meeting 
with the White House, motivating 
thousands of grass mots SUP~OKS=SS ro 
call and write their representative or ac- 
tively writing articles in the media and 
novsletrea. Coalitions for America 
stands ready to take responsible action 
as issues arise. Additionally, Coalitions 
serves as an educational function, 
providing a forum for leaden to meet 
regularly and shape ideas. 

Coalitions for America is a &rowing dv. 
namic organization with an ever in- 
creasing number of coalition groups and 
meetings. There are now over 30 regu- 
lar different ongoing meetings a month. 
The coalition meetings include King. 
stcz (ccmomic and institutional issues). 
Library Court (social issues), Stanton 
(defense and foreign policy). Resistance 
Support Alliance (freedom fighrer poli- 
cy), The James Monroe Working Gmup 
(South American foreign policy). T h e  
Wednesday Lunch (strategy group of 
conservative leaders inside and outside 
of Congress). 721 Group (judicial and 
legal policy), The Chnega Alliance 
(young activisr coalition). The Siena 
Croup for Catholic Policy and the Jew- 
ishlConsemtive Alliance. With a grow. 
ing diversity of coalition p u p s  and 
meetings, Coalitions for America will 
be hwing more impart on the 
Washington legislative scene for yean 
to come. 

Coalirions for America meets with Vice Pmidenr Van Quuryle and Lee 
Atwter. Chairman of rRc Republican National Committee 



The Kingston Group 

The oldest of the coalitions, Kingston 
brings together representatives of a 
bmad m g e  of corporations. nade as- 
aociations, small business, conservative 
and single-issue groups on a weekly 
basis. Although it began with a small 
num-wr of conservative activists in 
1972, it has grown since that time and 
now includes more than 40 oqanh- 
rions, all dedicated to the idcab of 
limited government and free enterprise. 
The Kingsron meeting wds the first 

.. -%riginal . meeting w h m  economic, 
::.:defense, and social groups met. King 
+z.isron has been the successful prototype 
C-ifor other successful coalition meetings. 

5 During rhe end of the decade of the 
F~. i?70’; two new coalition p u p s  
c; eme;gcd. The social issues gruup~ 
i::: Gmed a separate coalition meeting en- 
; ritled Library Coun and rhe defense 

5: and foreign policy groups dedoped a 
9 coalition meeting entitled Staneon. 

.:: 
....~ 

.. . 

.~ 

Y 

.- 

“COaIitions for America with 
its supporting groups has been 
a highly effective force f o ~  
Qchieving limited government 
p m r k e t ,  po-opportecnity 
and pso-growth ecDnomic 
policies. ” 
Richard Rahn 
CAief E m h t  
US. Chamber of Commerce 

Richard h h n ,  Chief Lonomirt ofthe WS. CBnmber cf Commerce. npeata at the Kingston 
meeting. , 

Senator Harry Reid (li. New&) ia the feature rpcnker ot the Kingston meeting. 
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Today the focus of the Kingston meet- 
ing is domestic economic policy and in- 
stitutional issues. The group meets 
evev Friday. In the near future the 
Kingston Group will be involved with 
budget reform. tax policy, mde policy, 
labor policy and regulatory issues. The 
Kingston Group r i l l  also be looking at 
congressional d o r m  of the institutional 
abuses. 

Senator Pete Domenici (R. New Mexico) 
nuke6 a point at the Kingston meeting. 

-- 
Jack Kemp, Secretary of Housing and Urban Development. addresses participants at the 
Kingston meeting. 

f ! 
i 

Senator Phil Gramm (R. Taxas) at Coalitions for America meeting. 
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The Library Lourt 
Group 

Formed in 1979, this coalition seeks to 
coordinate the activities of the gmnsing 
number of organizations concerned with 
family and social issues. 

More than 50 separate entities now par- 
ticipate regularly in the Library Court 
Coalition, which meets every orhmcr 
week on Thursday morning. The aim is 
to work PO protect the family and to 
promote socizl policies which S U ~ ~ K  

traditions1 values, such as the work 
. .  ethic and a sense of individual msponsi- 
<. 6biliQl. .. . 

~~ . .  . .  . .  -~ . .._ 
~. . - .. . .  

“blitiom for America is 
more effective t h n  jwt about 
m y  other group in 
Washington. ’’ 
W h  Kristof 
Assisrunt to the Vue President 
far Domestic Policy 

Coun Gmup 

5 
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7 h e  Library GJUK Group is concerned 
with child care issues, drug policy, edu- 
cation, health care issues, and other im- 
po~ant  cultural issues affecting the 
nation. With mounting pressures in our 
socieg &e survivability of the Ameri- 
can family is essential if we are to 
maintain our standard of civilization as 
we know it. The Library Gun Group 
will be at the forefront in meeting the 
challenges facing today's family. 



The Stanton Group concentrates on is- 
sues related ro national defense and for- 
eign policy. This coalition of 65 defense 
and foreign policy organizations is the 
standad against which all other coali- 
pions meetings are judged. We have a 
standing mom only cnnvcl at virtually 
every meeting and haw a hard time 
keeping up with the number of ques ts  
co come and a d d m  the wup. More 
importantly, however, wc amp anpha- 
size action. 

--The Stancon Group is involved in e f -  
:&rs to pnxure funding for the space 
%sed antiaatellite defmse system and 
--other critical defense systems. 

i-stanron also directs major effons toward 
,forging a smng anticommunist foreiga 
.-poky. The need CQ support the nations 

:baa forcefully set f o d  by Stanton. 
tfmatened by Sovier aggression h s  

]oc?s hvimbi.  :cadet of the WlU freedom fighten in Angola. meets with Paul WrdcS 
at o 8pccia1,Sunton Group meeting. 

Ed Dcminski. Secretary of Vecennr Affairs. 
die& a question ut the Stanton Group 

Robert Gates. Deputy Assistoat to the President for Narionr? Security Affairs, rprair before 
the Stantan Group 
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Support Alliance 

While the Resistance Support Alliance 
provides support for resistance move- 
ments across the globe, a whole new 
dimension has been provided to the 
E A  coalition with the addition of the 
Liberation Suppo~  Alliance. Liberation 
Suppo~  Alliance seeks to liberate pee- 
ples in Central and Eastern Eurpoean 
nations who have suffered under Soviet 
Communist domination since World 
War 11. 

founded in 1987 with the primav focus 
to bc the advancement of the cause of 
freedom fighter movements which are 
struggling against communist regimes 
around the world. 

The Resistance Suppon Alliance (RSA) 
position is that America should have a 
uniform policy of aid to all freedom 
fighters in all pans of the world. In 
that regard, E A  has taken the major 
initiative to have the Freedom Fighter 
Assistance Act introduced in the 
United States Senare and House of 

~ 

l 

~~ 

. . 

.. ~G . Itpmentatives which would give aid to having freedom in all nations of the Laszlo Fasztor, Pnridciil of 
i i: freedom fighter movements in countries world. Liberation Support Alliance. 

Resistance Suppon Alliance now has 
an outreach to over 110 groups nation- 
wide who all have the common goal of 

~. .  

of Asia, Africa and Gntrdl America. 

. .  . .  .~ . .  . .  

Senator Minority krdcr, Roben Dole (R. Kansas), S lutor  Steve Symms (R, Idaho). former 
Senator Paul Triblc (R Virginia) and Senator Strom “hurmond (R, S. Camlins) introduce 
the Freedom Fighter Assistance &I. 

“Over the past few years 
Coalitions for Amerisa, the 
coordinator of conservative 
goups, has been instrumental 
in helping pass the President’s 
em cut popurn and has ken 
Mpjd to nlI ofw in 
Congress who are taking 
action to reduce budget 
deficits. ” 
Robert Do& 
Senaee Mindy Lender 
(a, K a m )  
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Croup 

The James Monroe Group on the 
American Democracies IS an action. 
oriented coalition working together to 
increase and strengthen democracy and 
economic freedom in the Western 
Hemisphere. 

Begun in 1988 the James Monroe 
Gmup is named for the fifth Presidenr 
of the United States. who first enun- 
ciated what came to be called "the 
Monm Domini' which sought protec- 
tion for ?cmocracies in the western 
hemisphere. 

In assessing the democracies of the 
wesrern hemisphere, the James Monroe 
Gmup considen whether a country has 
a free market economy; whether its 
citizens may panicipate freeiy. as candi- 
dates or voters. in free and open elec- 
tions, and whether thcq enjoy 
ionstirutionally protected rights of in- 
dividual likny, such as the freedam af 
speech, the press, assembly, property, 
uorship and the ownership of property 
without gcvernmenr intervention or 
confiscatory taxation. 

Objectives of the lames Monroe Group 
are: 

to study and assess the democracies 
of the western hemisphere, panicular- 
l y  rhse  in South Amerlca. to deter- 
mine u hether their people are m l y  
free constitutionally and econom- 
ically. 
to develop and carry out  srrategies 
for enhancing and strengrhening 
democracy in the hemisphere. 
IO develop working relationships with 
democrats in other countries of the 
hemisphere assisting them in further. 
ing democratic aims. 

Juan Sora. Ambassador IO the U-iifd States from Panama. with William Wing and 
Mario Navarro da Costa. convenors oi :he lrmc: Monroe Group. 

"Coalitions for America i s  an 
outstanding group working to 
preserve the free enterpra'se 
system, limited govemment, 
strong natioozal defense, and 
wdieionuI vuiues. '' 
PhiJ Gamm 
United States Senator (R, Texas) 
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P ne weanesaay 

Eveq Wednesday at noon. Coalitions 
for America sponsors the weekly conser. 
n t i v e  strategy luncheon with leaders 
from the House of Representatives, the 
White House and the consemrive 
movement. The meeting, coihaired ky 
Bun Pines of the Heritage Foundation 
and Paul Weyrich of Coalitions for 
America. is held at our offices. at 721 
Second Smet NE, Washington D.C. 

Members of the House leadership, 
staflen from the White House and key 
business representatives are in wgular 
attendance. Some of the most creative 
challenges to the liberal welfare state 
have come from this meeting. 

Topics at the lunch vary from week to 
week, but we keep it on current events. 
What makes the Wednesday strategy 
lunch 50 unique is having 30 leaders, 
with their own particular wpercise in- 
side and outside of government coming 
rogether each week to discuss smtegy 
on rhe issues of the day and then each 
individual agrees to take action on 
legislation, personnel decisions and 
public policy issues as they arise. Hav- 
ing a relatively small p u p  with a 
diversity of backgrounds and responsibil- 
ities makes for an effective chemistry in 
moving the political landscape in 
Washington. 

-. 

“The Wednesday strategy 
lunch is the most important 
two burs I spend every 
week. ” 
Newt Gingrich 
House Minority Whip 
e, Georgia) 

]ohn Sununu (center). Chief of Sraff to Prc.:d+r,r Gro~ge Bxrh. meet8 with the Wcdncldav 
Lunch Group at the Coalitions for America o5ficcq 

New1 Cjngrich (right), House Minority Whip (R. Cmrgh). Burt Pincr of the Heritage 
Foundation (center) and James Pinkenon. Deputy Assiscant to the President b r  Policy 
Planning, discuss strategj at the Wedncrday Lunch. 



‘Ifhe 721 Group 

Formed in 1983, the 721 Group is a 
coalition of conservative legal organiza- 
rions and law enforcement groups who 
meet regularly to plan legislative strate- 
gy on criminal justice issues, judicial 
nominations and broad questions of ju- 
dicial reform. The group observes de- 
velopments in the Depamnent of 
justice and other lirigarion arms of the 
leded government and makes recom- 
mendations for personnel and public 
policy. This group was the principal 
outside operation for the passage of the 
Criminal Code Reform Act of 1984. 

White House Counsel C. Boyden Gray 
;nd Arromey General Richard 
Thmburgh (and their top aides) have 
me: qdar ly  with members of the 721 
Group on issues of judicial selection, 

.. personnel and other matters of mutual 
~~ wnccm. 

~~ in the coming yean, Supreme Court 
nominations and other judicial appoint. 
mens will be a major focus for the 721 
Group 

The Omega Alliance 

: Founded in January 1988. the Omega 
Alliance is a coalition of young conser- 
vative activists who work for different 
government agencies. professional or- 
ganizations and congressional offices. 

‘ The main purpose of &e group is  to 
unite theK young people into an effec- 
tive working coalition to take action on 
public policy issues, both domestic and 
foreign. A secondary purpose of the 
h e g a  Alliance is to provide a forum 
in which information on upcoming 
events and acrivities can be shared with 
other activists. 

In fulfilling theK purposes, the Omega 
Alliance serves a unique part of the 
consemrive movement. Washington 
bas long amacted young people- 
college students and recent graduates- 
who navel to the nation’s capitol ro be- 
come involved in the process of govem- 
mcnr. whether working on the “inside” 

Pat McCuigan, Chairman of the 721 Croup. rnocrs with George Bush. 

Paul Wcyrich. National Chainman of Coalitions for America (left). 
Pat McCuiSan, Chairman of the 721 Group (right) meet with Attorney 
General Richard Thornburgh (center). They arc joined bv Murny 
uickman, Special Assistant to the Attorney General (far right). -. 

in one of many congressional offices 
and government agencies or on the 
‘‘outside” as members of lobbying p u p s  
or orhm associations. 

Though the Omega Alliance has been 
active for a shorter time than the 
others, it already has a solid record of 
achievement in uniting young consem- 
tives to take action on critical public 
policy issues. In recent months, the 
Omega Alliance organized a demonsma- 
tion at the Ethiopian Embassy in 
Washington to protest the Marxist 
government’s policies which have led to 
the starvarion of ies own people. Can- 
gressman Toby Roth of Wisconsin spoke 
at the protest. inducing a resolution 
in Congrrss condemning the Ethiopian 
government’s human rights violations. 

11 

In all of its activities the Omega Alli- 
ance seeb ro tap into the enem and 
resourcefulness that young leaders have 
to offer. When working together they 
are empowered to make a difference. 

Congressman Toby Roih (R, Wirconain) 
speaks in front of the Ethiopian Ernbssw 

! 



The Siena Group for 
Catholic Policy 

Established in April 1988, The Siena 
Group for Catholic Policy is the newest 
member of Coalitions for America. The 
Siena Group is a coalition of approxi- 
mately forry Catholic organizations, 
publications and institutions, all sharing 
a generally conservative viewpoint. 
These groups work together to deal 
with issues of how the Church affects 
public policy. 

Historically, the Catholic Church in 
the United States has been an influen- 
tial force in favor of traditional values 
on mia l  and cultural issues and on 
questions of national defense and anti- 
communism. Over the past generation. 
however. ma:: d?icial Catholic agencies 
hzve L.omc dominated by leftist ele- 
men’s, \yitii atr-icks an our free enter. 
vriw system and the promotion of the 
nuciear Freeze movement. The Catholic 
people, on the other hand, are quite 
diverse in their views and there remains 
a strong conservative Catholic element. 
The organizations which participate in 
the Siena Group find their constituen- 
c i a  among these conservative 
Catholics. 

The Jewishi 
Conservative Alliance 

formed in the 1980’s the ]ewishlCon- 
scrvative Alliance xeks to identify 
mas of agrement between Jewish and 
conservative organizations. The leaders 
of both groups get together periodically 
to shm better understandings of each 
ochers’ perspectives on issues. One corn- 
mon interest of the JewishlConsemtive 
Alliance is the human rights policies of 
totalitarian regimes throughout the 
wwrld. 

Michael khwaru, Chairman of thr Sicna Groug. meets 
with George Bush. 

The Siena Group is less than a year 
old, but it is already playing a key role 
in the formation of a genuine move- 
ment of con<ewative Catholics. One 
project undenvay, aimed at overcoming 
the Jogisdcal problems of building a 
working relationship among organiza- 
tions scattered across every part of the 
country is the linking of Siena Group 
participants into a computer communi- 
cations network. 

“Coulicions for America is 

group I go to when I want eo 
take action on legishtion. I 
value their input. ’’ 

Congressmun Ralph PI& 
0 Texas) 

Paul Wqrich meets with Natan Shannaky. 

12 
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Cialiltions Personnel 

Paul i. Wmich 
. ~ .  .. . .~ 
.~~.F'aul . .  M. Weyrich is a writer, public 
.. :policy specialist and political activist 
2:; who has been on the Washington scene 
~. st for nearly 20 pars. 

.~ He is National Chairman d #Coalitions 

. .  ".. . .  for America, .\+itch >rings :ogether 
' more rhan 300 pm-<re: enictprise, pro- 

.. I defense and pn-family groups, organized 
I. .. inro Kveral different coalition groups. 
= *  which meet on a regular organized basis 
1 to work on common legislative strate- 

- ;* gia. Senate Minoric). Leader Bob Dole 
5 ;- has called Weyrich "the key conserva- 

tive in Washington for bringing 
together groups to accomplish our 
goals." 

Me also serves as President and Chief 
Executive Officer of the Free Congress 
&search and Education Foundation 
whme staff members and resident schol, 
ars produce more rhan 150 books, 
monogtaphs. policy bulletins and news- 
Iatm per year on political zrends. judi- 
cial dorm and family issues. In 
addition, the Fm Congms Foundation 
sponson mining and educational con- 
femces in a variety of fields ranging 
from the social sciences to grass mots 
politics. 

. . .  . .  . 

: Wcyrich also ervu as National Chair- 
; man of the Fm b 5 e u  PAC (former- , ly the Committee for the Survival of a 
' Free Congress). The Free Congress PAC 

teaches consemtives of both parties 
how to build precinct organizations and 
how to ne&ork with conservative and 
values oriented groups. 

In addirim, Weyrich serves as senior 
editor of Cansewative Digest and writes 
a regular think piece for each issue of 
the magazine. His oped pieces fre- 
quently appear in leading newspapers 
throughout the nation. 

Besides these responsibiliries, Weyricb is 
Chairman of the Board of the Ameri- 
can Sociery of Local Gfficials, Vice 
Chairman of the Committee for Effec- 
tive State Government and Treasurer of 
the Council for National Policy. He is 
also on the Board of Directors of 
WEI. the all news radio station in 
Boston, Massachusetts. 

In early 1985. Transportation Secretary 
Elizabeth Dole asked Wqrich to serve 
as Chairman of the Duties Access %sk 
Force, a commirree which has now 
recommended a light mil system be- 
tween the Washington subuay system 
and the airport. He conrinues to serve 
as Chairman of chat transportation 
group, as well as being a member of the 
Section 15 Advisov panel of the 
Urban Mass Transportation Administm- 
tion. In 1987 Transponation Secretary 
Dole named Paul Weyrich as a member 
of the Board of Directors of the 
National Railroad Passenger Corpora- 
tion (Arntrak). Wqrich has a long 
background in transit writing and at 
one time did mnsporration work in rhe 
United States Senate. 

Weyrich was the founder and first Presi- 
dent of the Heritage Foundation, a 
major public policy research institution 
in Washington. He uorked on the for- 
mation of the Republican Study Com- 
mietee and the Senate §teering 
Comrnirree in rhe early 19705. Both are 
cauhses of conservative Republican leg- 
islators in the Congress. He has been 
active in the fotmation and training of 
various components of the Religious 
Right, and currently advises a number 
of religious right figures. 

He served on rhe US. Senate staff for 
11 years for Senator Gonion Allott, the 
Chairman of the GOP Conference. 

Prior KO coming to Washington, Wey 
rich w a s  a broadcast and print media 
journalist for seven years in Wisconsin 
and Colorado, including the Milwaukee 
Soliinel. for which Weyrich served as 
city hall reporter. He *as a polirical 
reporter for the CBS-N affiliate in Mil- 
uaukee and wils also news director of a 
Denver radio station. Wey~ich, a native 
of Racine, Wisconsin where he artend- 
ed ehe Univetsirg of Wisconsin, is a 
Greek Catholic, has been married to 
the former Jwce Smigun for 25 years 
and is the father of five children. 

Erie Licht 
.8  

L Eric Licht is President of Coalitions for 
America, formerly Vice President for 
Development of the Free Congress 
Foundation, the Vice President for 
Operations and co-author of Ethnic 
brm a d  Nntionol Issues, a study 
released by the Foundation in 1982. He 
graduated from Hillsdale College in 
1974 and has an M.A. in History fmm 
Michigan State University. 
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voice that reaffirms the tradieional values that have ':: : 

hard work and sound preparation prepares an . . , 

MO" DOES IT WORK? 

from Washington via satellite to pm-fwnily 
community groups zhroughout the Unite4 States. . 

3. Participants on LISFURY C O W  LWE 
include Members of Congress, high ranking 
government officials, key congressional staffers and 
major opinion-makers. 

HOW IS LIBRARY COL!T LIVE 
EEhXFICIAL X I  YOU? 
1. The community leaders and activists who 
participate in your coalition will become 
Washington insiders, getting up-to-the-minute 
information available nowhere else. 

grassroots organization to the Capitol. Activists, '- . . .. 

armed with Pimely. accurate information that we 
fix to them have the clout that gets resuItr. (The ' . f 
successful fight to confirm Clarence hornas to, . '. . 

within your community. 

movement. 

donors. 
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1. On the third Xesday ev 
LIBRARY c o w  LIVE 
from Washington via satelii 
community groups through 
2. During the show, you can dl in you:- w m e n ! s  
and questions to the guests on our toll fm number. 

3. Bdcipants  on LIBRARY C O W  LIVE 
include Members of Congress, high ranking 
government officials. key Congressional staffers and 
major opinion-makers. 

' 

OM' 1s LIBRARY COURT 
WEFICIAL 'IO YOU? 

1. The community leaders and activists 
participate in your coalidon will h m e  
Washington insiders, getting up-to-the- 
infomation trilable nowhere else. 

2. LIBRARY COURT LIVE corn 
grassroots organktion to the Capit 
m e d  with timely, accurate information that we 
fax 10 them have the clout that gets resu!ts. flks 
successful fight to confiran Clarence Thomas U, 

the Supreme Court is a great example.) 

3. LIBRARY COURT LIVE is a tool that will 
help your coalition grow and become more 
professional. It will help build a s 
within your community. 

4. LIBRARY COURT LIVE is designed for 
ACIION. Every program is aimed at prompting 
specific action to further progress in the pro-family 
movement. 

5. It is an attractive fundraising project among your 
donors. 

, ,-. 

_ - - -  - _ _ _ - -  
$! We want to be a part of The LIBRARY COURT LIVE Network. I understand the 

subscription fee will be $100.00 per month. Rase conitact us today! Our contact person is: 

NAME 

ADDRESS 

TELEPHONE: Day Evening 

QRGAh'lZATIOK 

Send to: LIBRARY COURT LIVE 
717 Second Street. N.E. 
Washington. D.C. 20002 

A p n y m  of Coaltrims f i r  Amrriro. Enr tirhr. Prrsidrnr CoLl Y6300.1 
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. . . . .  1. Form Your Coalit 

. .  . .  ... 
= 2. Locate a Suitable Meeting Place. 11 could be a church of 

Christian radio station 
that it have a satellite 
We can help you find 
1 Conteibuto a Monthly Psrticipation Fee. This w e n  our cost of . 
msrnitting LIBRARY COURT LIYE to you. As soon as you send p u r  

Then wc will contact you wkh decails on how to receive the broadat. 

office, a 

initial payment, you will be on the L I B W Y  C O W  LIVE: subscriber h a .  . . .  
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A: Absolutely not. They never want k about living Americans. They want 

0: DO you believe normalization of relations with Vietnam would help or hurt 

the remains of Americans. 

1 j &iutioiof the issue? 
A. It would be a death sentence for those Americans who are still living over 

1 
1 
1 
I 

j’m for lifting the trade embargo after we get the prisoners out. 

Q: There have been charges that groups such as yours are exploiting the 
families of the missing men for financial gain. m a t  is your response? 

A: They are trying to paint dl of us with the same brush. I have never taken 
a salary, and we’ve had an audit every year we’ve been in operation. Every penny 
we’ve taken in has been accounted for. I have never profited from this issue. 

Q: Is there any truth to recent reports following the bteakup of the Soviet 
Union that American prisoners from World War LI, Korea and Vietnam were taken 
there and may still be there? 

A: Yes. My navigator is among them. I’ve gotten information from three 
different sources, including two church groups, that he’s in a prison in 
Kazakhstan [a former Soviet republic that is now an independent country]. But 
he’s been sealed off, and he’s got a Russian name, so even the officials there 
wen? sure who he is. 

I 

1 Q: Do you think the new administration will make any difference in resolving 

A: Gov. [sill] Clintor. 5% a uriique opportunity to set the record straight, 
but only if Senator Kerry doesz’t get to him fist and convince him otherwise. 
Governor Cliown wasn’t part of the problem; President Bush was. 

Q: What can Bill Clinton do that the past administrations haven’t done? 
A: I’m proposing be appoint ROSS Perot to head a commission to go to Vietnam 

-and say  here  until the issue is resolved. He should be able to negoeiate and 
speak for the president and be able to lift the embargo in exchange for living 
prisoners of war. It’s a win-win situation for both sides. 
>>>  

-the issue? 

LEVEL 1 - 2 OF 2 STORIES 

Copyright 1992 The Atlanta Constitution 
The Atlanta Journal and Constitution 

<November> 21, 1992 

SECTION: LOCAL NEWS; Section B; Page 3 
LENGTH: 182 words 
HEADLM: Men. women in uniform assured their vote counts 

i 
BYLINE: By Ron htartz STAFF WJUTER 
KEYWORD: georgia; military; organizations; personalities 

BODY: 
It took six years in a North Vietnamese prisoner of war carnp for former Navy 

Capt. Eugene “Red“ McDaniel to understand the value of an individual VOW. 
“I w s  36 years old when I was shot down and had never voted, had never even 

regisfsred to vote, because I didn’t think my vote mattered,” said Mr. Mclpaniel. 
Mr. McDaniel, who founded the non-profit <American Defense Foundation > of 

Alexandria, Va., to increase public awareness of military issues, now spends a 
great d d  of time trying to convince militrcy personnel that their votes count. 

This week,Mr. McDaniel was in Georgia touring d i t a r y  facilities mnd Udslking 
about Tuesday’s runoff election between Democratic Sen. Wyche Fowlcr Jr. and 
Republican challenger Paul Coverdell. He visited soldiers Friday at Fort 
McPkerson in Atlanta. 

registered to vote in the state. 
There are about 61,000 military personnd statbned in Georgia who we 



Mr. M’cDaniel said efforts like his 
military voter turnout from 49.7 perce 
63.5 percent in the 1968 election. 

ion’s have helped h c r a e  
1980 presidential election to J 

LEVEL I - 12 OF 20 STORES 

Copyright 1992 The Atlanta Constitution 
The Atlanta Journal and Constitution 

<December> 1, 1992 

SECTION: EDTrORIAE, Section A; Page 12 
LENGTW: 434 words 
HEADLINE? <Georgia> GOP used Lee Atwater’s plan to win 
BYLINE: Dick Williams 

- KEYWORD: politics; government; elections; conventions; leaders 

B3DY: 
Sen.elect Paul Coverdell’s victory celebration, some dramatic changes in the 
state party were evident. 

than in the past. 

women who had woii wmpaigns. They were veterans of the cOun commission races, 

for the Republicans’this year. 
In that sense, it more resembled a Democratic gathering: seasoned 

professionals talking shop. 
Young campaign sbac@srS sueb as Mark Rountree, Rich Golick, Bob Varga and 

a quartet of coastal Georgians who helped elect Rep. Jack Kingston in the 1st 
District seemed to know the meaning of each county tally. 

The young activists from Gwinnett and Cobb and CLa 

television buys. 
They have learned from the more experienced professionals such as Cobb 

County’s Jim Lovejoy and Jay Morgan, who has combined <Georgia> and Washington 
m j c e  successfully. ’Ihey have worked with the very young and self-effacing 
David Shafer. executive director of the party. 

Their idealism is tempered by experience. Along with solid candidates, the 
young professionals are the chief reason <Georgia> Republicans made the greatest 
gains in the South this year at every level. 

Critical to their success were the coalitions. Another feature of Mr. 
Coverdell’s victory celebration was the presence of many who once demonized him 
in hose unending intramural Republican fights in &e 1980s. 

They called the Coverdell faction the liberals. Some even called him a 
baby-lciller. His supporkrs called them the fundamendist Christians, the 
forces of darkness. 

Even though so many of the G O P  operatives are quite young, a maturity is 
evident. John Knox, the former Waycross mayor who lost to Mr. Coverdell in the 
GOP primary, k t his organization together and did yeoman work for the new senator. 

The <Nation 2 Right to Life> Committee s u p p o d  Mr. Coverdell avidly. even 

As Republicans gathered a week ago for the taut evening that became 

The crowd was younger, more joyful and far more representative of the state 

All around the bdlroom at the Centuql Cmter Sheraton were young men and 

. 

legislative fights - and most of all - the four winning congression 3 campaigns 

n, North Fulton and 
Fay= wuntia know the ins and outs of direcf mail, o P phone banks and cable 

though he is pro-choice. 
For all the ounditn, ahout the Christian right dooming the Republican Party, 

the Coverdell ‘election was exactly what the rate Lee Atwater espoused for the 
6oP: The Big Tent. 

<Georgia> Re~uMic;llas have been their party’s embarrassment for years. This 
year they may have shown the national pa$-how to pitch a tent that lasts. 

Dick Williams’s column appears on Tuesday, Thursday and Saturday. 
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ith thc cnd ofhis Prcsidcncy 
n m ,  Prcsidcnt Bush in Dc- 
ccmbcr cornmined ncarly 

25,000 troops to the Afiican country of 
Somalia. In M cffon to casc humanitar- 
ian suffering, &csc aucp wacdcploycd 
to protect tclicf &om and fic5ktc the 
dimibution of food. Thus, with this 
United Nations-sanmoncd c&rt, a ncw 
standardforthcapphtionofUS. mili- 
rary forcc was csrablishcd. 

Tht anid of U.S. Marines, after a 
two-yur pctiod in which thc world 
watched Somalia fictionalize and disin- 
tcgatc intocomplctc anarchy andchaos, 
Mcd thc hopes of Somalia and the 
world ccinmunity. Thc Marina, it was 
hopcd, would rcstorc ordcr and somc- 
how bring a scttIcmcnt that would lcad 
to l&g peacc and stability. Yet morc 
than a month into thc mission and aftcr 

reality of the move is Dating in and it's 
apparent rhat Somalia's problems arc 

coinmitmcnt of Amcriun forces. 
As thc US. is intcrvcning on a hu- 

manitarian basis in Somalia, thc prcrrurc 
to rakc military aaion - p c  cnfbrce- 

thc fh Anacrim Fdtaliry, rhc poljtical 

lllalikcly to bc m l v c d  by the shon-tm 

mcnt-to halt thc bloodshed in Bosnia- 
Hcmgovina is mounting. At this point, 
it xcms that thc ux ofhcrican military 
forcc in Eosnia is inevitable ifthc pace 
11c~:~tianons in Geneva fad. Prcsidcnt 
Rill CLi;on and Lcs Aspin, thc new 
Scactary of Dcfcnsc, have both indi- 
cated thcir support for enforcing a no-fly 
'mnc and taking m o n  aggressive acdom 
against Serbia. Prcsidcnt Clinton cvcn 
supporn a war aims mal for Scrbian 
hrsidcnt Slobodan Miloscvic. 

And if the Bosnian situation is not 
enough, Saddam Husscin is increasing 
hisbclligcrencc. Itwas justtwoyearsago 
rfidr thc dcbatc o w  thc usc of force 
focused on Iraq's invasion ofKuwait and 
what action thc U.S. should g k c  to 
confront Saddam Husscin. Now Iraq is 
aggresdvdy challenging U.N. weapons 
inspection teams and thc Western pow- 
ers' threat to enforce thc no-fly zone 
established ovcr thc southern portion of 
Iraq, as wdl as conducdng raids into 
Kuwait to recover Iraqi military cquip- 
mcnt sumndcrcd aftcr ehc GulFWar. At 

U.S. uscd military airsnikes and Bujsc 
missiIcatta&-scndingapoliticalmes- 

thc rime this arridc wcnt to p w ,  thc 

sage to HUSSC~ - in r c ~ p n ~  t9 t h ~  
violations of Gulf War ccasc-tirt a g e -  
mcno. 

dcbatc ovcr when, whcrc and how (scc 
chart) thc US. should usc military forcc 
in thc gost-eold War world has surged, 
uncxpcctcdly, to thc forchnt of issues 
Fdcingthcncwadministtion. Thcqucs- 
eion at hand is With the cnd ofthe C d d  
War, what guidelines should bc sez and 
followed for funuc US. military in=- 
vcntion? 

a case-by-cax basis - when, whcrc and 
for what purpox it will use military forcc 
in thc fuoxe. No action or inaction 
should be allowed to establish a pee- 
dcnt that confines or obligates future 
actions. Just bcausc US. forces wcrc 
dcpl~ycd to Somalia for humanitarian 
p'upoxs shouldn't automatically cn- 
tanglcorobligatcthc US. to actin future 
humanitarian aiscs. As President Bush 
stated in his fxcwcll address to West 
Pointdcts,~~muc~ctthatAmuica 
is p o w d  cnough BO intclrvcne in dies 

In light of thesc rcccnt CvcIIe., thc 

The US. should W~fullyxlCct-On 

d o a  not mcan that it must" 
For US. lcadcrs and pdicymakus, 



This'past fall, AD1 once again 90,000 military households in six i states (GA, NC, SC, VA). During 
seates(ID,NC,QH, these visits Captain McDanicl talked launched its military 

voter program, -B- 
fend America: 
VOTE.? to increase 
voter participationin 
the electoral process 
by members of the 
U.S. armed forces. 
"Defend America: 
VOlZ.'' has turned 

every election cycle 
since 1984 and has 
helped increase mili- 
tary voter patticipa- 
tion h m  49.7% in 
1980 to 63.5% in 
1988. 

The 1992 effort 
involved, for the first 
b e ,  direct mail con- 
tact o f  military 
households com- 
7ined with the pro- 
notional and 
notivational ele- 

l 
out militaryvotcrsin 

America: VOTE!'' 
has w e d  out 

military voters in 
eveiy &&on cyde 
since 1984 and has 

helped increase 
military voter 

participation fiom 

63.5% in 1988. 
49.7% in 1980 to 

ncnts urilizcd since 
1984. The mailer in- 
%udcd: 

a motivational letter to the 
xwiccmcmbcr from AD1 Presi- 
dent  Captain Red McDaniel, 
USN( Ret); 
an advemscmcnt and instructions 
for the Defense Department's Vot- 
ing Information Center horlinc and 
AUTOVON phone numbers - a 
tolI-Trcc service that provides infor- 
mation on candidates and voMg 
assistance; 

individual candidate responses to an 
ADI-gcneratcdqucstionnairc on de- 
fenx issues; and 

1 a reminder to cast their vote on 
election day. 

OR, SC, WI) re: 
ceivcd the mailer. 

and shared infcknation with unit and 
base Voting Assistance officers and 
the editors of base papers. W c  visit- 
ing the bases, Captain ivIcDanicl also 
sought civilian earned-media coverage 
to furrhcr spread the get-out.to-vote 
message. Captain McDanielconductcd 
intewicws with civilian reporters from: 
&e Chadcson Post e? Corder, ?be 
State in Glumbia, SC; the Atland 

tdrnal Candmtion; the Faycnm'lh 
ZmeJ;wrvD W a n d  WRAL 

and Hincsville - 
puirm, the Macon Tek- 
XATVandWRIAZTV 

t results have not 
element of this inte- ! been completed yet, prc- in&- 
gratedvotcrnvnout ! cations f o m  the Peiitagon are that 
program was mail- f 1992 military voter participation in- 
ing to military bascs ! CKCSC~ Trom 1988 levels. Oscial re- 
- for broadcast on i sults will not be available until March. 
their closed-circuit I 
television program- f 
ing - and local i 

commercial tclcvision stations, moti- ! 
vational video Public Service An- i 
nouncements (=As) that promote ' 

voting. PSAs, along with cam- 
era-ready print PSAs and infor- 
mational press releases about 

tary baxs located in eight diffcr- 
cnt states (GA, ID, OH, OR+ 
NC, SC, VA, W). AD1 also 
sent press rclcascs and cam- 
era-ready print PSAstobasc 
papers and commercial 
newspapers at the same 
military installations. 

Captain McDanicl per- 
sonally visited military 
bases in foul different 

militaryvoring,werc S6ntto mili- 
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Gay Milimy - wntinucdftom paEc 3 

md unintanrptcd d t i o n  and contau 
~ i r h  othcrs,uidmut anyprivacy,and under 
honic sues. Inducing open homc- 

m c n t  and inawsc turdon among thc 
ranks. 

nilitary,unocc civilian &thm is fbrrcd 

acualrtywill onlydwuptthis hgi leuni -  

W d - l i g h U W W d  
~ i k r p u b l i c n , b c l i m t b a r ~  I3 

homosexuals is equivaluat no pa* 
(1cc '*-onin*edb. m 
mprkon, as Gcnaal cdin P d  a- 

n a axlvcnient but invalid argu- 
nvnt "Sldnadoriabcnianan-bchavioral 

the m a s  p b u n d  of human beh-ivioral 
haractctistics." Furthcrmorc, a kcy &- 
hction is that sodomy is illegal in m a r  
rates and prohibited under the Armed 
Forces Uniform CodcofMilirary/usdcc. 
Skin color, obviously, is not an illicit 
haractcristic. 

Anothcrargument homosexual-rights 
accivim advance to lcgidmize lifting the 
gay ban is rhc presence of gays in our 
allies' armed forces. They claim rhis is 
rvjdcnce that homosexuals have rhc abil- 
ity to serve opcnly without ad*xcrSc con- 
rcqucnccs. The logic at work hcrc is that 
because AustraIia, Canada, France, Gcr- 
many, Dcnmark, Norway, thc Ncther- 
lands,Iraly,and Israclbftcdtheirbanson 
homosexuals without inadcnt, thc U.S. 
miIitaty should havc no concern about 
Lifeing its ban. Bur this argument over- 

hacte&ic .  scxualor icn la t ion is~ 

looks xvcral important factors: 

1. Thc militaria of thcw nations rtly 
on conscription or mandatory aMcc 
and thus cannot cxcmpt onc dass of 
dtizcns Ivhilc fordng others to serve. 
?he US..on the other hand,dcson 
a professional, all-volunteer force and 
thusismorcsclcctivr-whichlargdy 

accounts hr its unqucdoned supcri- 
0tity; 

2. mc US. milioUy, as the o& s u p  

&and much moreridingoniucombt 
dfubmcs than its ahes. With all due 
~wral l iacana&xdeosaai f i ice  
some mbt &i%iv- on such or- 
ptlimcna bccausc rhcy only haw to 
d&ddKirawnbordcrsanci- 
+on rhc US. milimy to ensure rhdr 
security. Thcus.cannotaaadthat 
luxury; and 

power, has global d e b  m b i l i -  

3. Thcrc cultural differences be- 
twecnthcUS.andiaallies. Attituda 
toward homoxxualityin the US. arc 
not as liberal, so gays are lcss mily 
accepted in our military than thcy are 
e lsnVi lCrc .  
Furthermore, io allow .C.r.mor;nrais 

to serve in the U.S. m c r l  forcCs would 
crratcadditionz!:hcdthrisksmd incrcasc 
thc cost of military medicine zt a t h e  
when budgets are dwindling. The G n -  
ierfor Disease Control rcccndyreponcd 
that 60% of the AIDS cases reponed in 
the US. betwsen October 1991 and 
Scpaambcr 1992 rcsulted &om homo- 
sexual activity. Recent studies haw also 
shown that homosexuals, despite the 
popdarly acccptcd figurc d IO%, a m -  
ally account for only 2-4% of the U.S. 
popuiation yct carry over 80% of the 
sexually m m i t t c d  dixaxs. &caw 
homosexuals arc much mort likely to 
contxact AIDS and other scxually trans- 
mincddiscasu,allowingthem toxrvcin 
thc military would logically incscasc the 
numbcrofcawsofthesc dixaws and put 
unduc financial and pcmnnd strain on 
the military medical -em and pose a 

Lif thngthcbanonhornd& 
thrcat f0 wu'r m g r h  Icvrls. 

a n ~ g  in the Unitcd States military i 
placing what same believe to bc politi 
cally and socially dcsirabieovcr that whid 
isabsolutelyvital. Toallowhomoscxual 
to opcnly arvc in the military will crod4 
our military's ef3e'ccdvcnes-s through tha 
disitcgration ofmorale and cohesion a 
well as increased health risks and medica 
costs. Prohibiting homosexuals &on 
scning in the military is a practical judge 
mcnt - made by thav with decades o 
milirary and combat experience - prc 
venting individuals that, based on thci 
lifcstyic choicc and behavior, would b 
unsuitable fbr military service. To quos 
NewmcPs David Hackwortb, a rctim 
Army Colonel and highly-dccoraetdvct 
e m ,  "...dixriminations are n c c w  
when a larger public purgosr is 
served. Civilian standards offaimcssanc 
equality don't apply down where th 
body bags arc filled." 

Fmidcnc 
Eugene B. McDanicl 
&m~vc l3inctw: 
Michael H. McDanid 
Editor of AD1 Ncwr: 
John IC I d  
ADINcwsis published quattcdy by the 
h c r i c a n  DcfcnscInsrimtc,anon-pmfit 
public p b c y  educational foundation. 
AD1 promotes awareness of and pro- 
vides reliable information on issues that 
d e c t  U.S. national dcfcnsc and M- 
tional security. Addm all comspon- 
dencc to: 
n e  Amcracan Dcknsc Insdnrtc 
1055 North FairFkv Strce?, Suite 200 
Alexandria, V i  22314. 
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Team 
It Wins TWO 



. 
By Joan L 

Thefirst inklingof ttwubleDerno- 
cratic Rep. tiz Patterson had was a 
newspaper ad by the Christian caali- 
don a week before Election Day ask- 
ing for volunteers to distribute voter 
guides. 

When nn aide to the South car0 
Una congresswoman phoned the 
number Listed in the 8:. she disoov- 
ered i; was the cznpaign neadquar- 
krs for her Republkan opponent, 
3ob Inglis. 

Tfwt Sunday. tens of thousands of 
Christian Coalition wterguidespor- 
baying Mrs. btterson as sympa- 
thetic to homosexual rights and fa- 
wring "abortion on demand" were 
passed out to parishioners in chur- 
ches throughout her dimria. 

Seemingly wemight, the race 
turned amund. Fntemal campaign 
polling had shown the incumbent 
With the hupport Of 6X percult Of 
k l y  voters. Newspaper poUs had 
shown similar strength. On Election 
Day. she lost the race 51 percult to 
W9percent 
"No one hew he IbgIisJ WBS 

close to the religious right: U s .  
Patterson said. 'We didnt find out 

PaPPI tuYd%!w - 

how widespread it was until it WAS 
PDO late." 

Thethree-termDemocrat wssthe 
vichm of what may be the s m ( l l w t .  
smoothest, gmss-roo~ political OP 
m u o n  in the country - the CMs- 
Iinn coalit i~ 

Founded by televangelist Pet Rob- 
crtson in 1989 after his failed bid for 
h e  1988 Repdblican presidential 
mmination. tht cvalition hns made 
tignificant Inroads into the gower 
nncture of the Republican Party 
md helped elect h m M 6  Of CBn- 
Pidates acro5r the wuntry who 
hareicsconservati~spdalagenda. 

Inthe November elections,candi- 
Sates backed by the 3 
member coalition a n i i  
rlimous-right organitations won 40 
Y r M t  of the more than s(w rnces 

p s s ,  these andidatcs now UUI al- 
lect public P O k  

hole until the sun is beyond the hori- 
m." 

Indeed, some of the edition's 
most notable losses haw come in 
races in which their presence be- 
came a public issue. 
In ColOrndo, D e m m t  Rep. Da- 

vid Skaggs was reelected m: Re 
publican Bryan Day, a canservatiw 
Christian minister who had strong 
support from the coalition Md other 
religious right organizations. Mr. 
Skaggs' internal campaign polis 
showed him vulnerable to defeat, but 
piiblicity about Mr Day's conserva- 
tive views and the backing he re- 
ceived from the coalition apparently 
huned voter$ off. 

Rep. Pat Williams, Montana 
Democrat and a defender of the Na- 
tional Endowment for the A n s ,  was 
targeted for defeat by the Coalition 
in 1990 Md ag& bSt w. Both ef- 
fort~, mch well-publicized, ~ n -  
mtccessfd. I 

But in A recent runoff elcctlm in 
Georgin for the Senate, strong sup 
port from the evangelical commu- 
nity may have provided the margin 
of difference in Republican Paul 
Coverdell's defeat of incumbent 
Democrat Wyche Fowler. The coali- 
tion distributed to churchgoers just 
before the election more than 1 mil- 
lion voter guides saying Mr. Fowler 
supported "homosemral rights." A 

While there are do- of &on$er- 
vetive, evnngelical organizations 
that haw entered the political arena 
fn the past decade, the Chriolfm 60- 
dition Is by far the largest. most 80 

%%iEinaoomputer l i s tofd-  
lions of contributom to Mr. Robert- 
~ n ' 5  president& campaign. the QC 
slilion has established M exhaustive 
mtiod network of activitm tnho 
not only wte hut organize other con- 
servatives on behalf of the coali- 
tion's causes. Members p y  any- 
where from 919 to more thin $200. 

These activist8 have over- 
whelmed GOB precinct ulucuses 
across the country. Fram them, 
they've been able to elea their can- 
didates u) hinher WRY offices. . 

- __~-- - - 



overnight. the race 
d Internal camp~ien 

a ~ l l i n ~  had shown the incumbent 
&~II &e support o f  61 percent of 
likely wters. Newspaper polls had 
shown similar strength. On Election 
BEY, she lost the race 51 percent to 
49 percent. 
“No one knew he [bglisl was 

close m the religious right,” Mrs.  
Patterson scud “We didn’t find out 
haw widespread it was until it wa8 
ox) late.” 

The thee-tcm Democrat waa the 
victim of what may be the j-sL 
smoothest, grass-roots pohticat o p  
eration in the counw - thc Chris. 
eian Ccalition. 

Founded by televangelist Pat Rob- 
ertson in 1989 nfrer his fded  bid for 
&e 1988 Republican pnsidential 
nomination, the d t i o n  has made 
significnnt inroads into the power 
strumre of the Republican P a V  
and helped el-7 hundred3 Of a- 
didates actoss the country who 
share its consewati~spcial agenda. 

In the November elections, an&- 
dares backed by t h w -  
member coa:i:ion aria other 
religious-right or&n;zations won 40 
uerccnt of the more tim .%XI l itcea 
iracked by the liberal gmup PwpIe 
for the American B From-1 
l R i m E d u n C i l S  to Con- 
gress, these candidates now CM af- 
fect Dublic Wbw. 

Georgia for the Senate. smng SUP 
pon from the evangelid Commu- 
nity nSy haw provided the margin 
of difference in Republiw Paul 
Coverdell’s defeat of incumbent 
Democrat Wyche Fowler. ?%e ooali- 
tion distributed a0 churchgoers just 
before the election more than 1 mil- 
lion voter guides saying Mr. Fcwler 
rmpponed “homosexual ei8hts,‘’ 

While there are dozens of conser- 
vative, evangelical organizations 
that have entered the politicel wen8 
in the past decode. the Christian CP 

lions of conuibumrs to Mr. Robert- 
sn ’ s  presidentnl a m p a i m  the CO. 
alition has established an exhaustive 
national network of activists who 
not only vote hut organize other wn- 
servatiws on behalf Of &e d- 
t i d s  causes. Members pay mY- 
where from $19 90 mom than $200. 

These activist8 have over- 
whelmed GOP precinft caucuses 
8CTOSS the country. From there. 
they’ve been able m elect their Can- 
&&tea to higher pany offices. , -~ 

At the ~epublican National Con- 
vention In August, more than 300 
members of the Christian CditiOn 
mere delegates. Thcv COntmUed UW- 
era1 state delegatiOn5, including 
Iowa, where 42 out of 47 delegates 
e r e  cdieon members. Owrall, an 
estimated 30.40 percent Of the 2,ooO 
canvention delegares were support- 
ers of the religious right. 

!n almost haa dozen states, c d -  

religious right o ~ m ~ i t i o n s  either 
bve effwfive fonml of 

together by the Pennsylvania Chris- tion membrr M& 
tian Coalition. The *.page pamphlet 
outlines how to win control or the 
Republican Pany in that state. 

many wnservatiw Roman Catholi+ 
share their view on socigl iss~~es, 
especially abodcwr. 
Mr. Robertsan has said his goal is 

to haw 10 of his Christian C d t i O Q  

. 
I 
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ell Group Fined for 

i 
f 

T ~ ~ m u c h w a s  i 
rendered unto :: 

conservative evangelist. the lnternal Caesar. I 

By ROBERTIlHERSHEY Jr. 
M N l l D l n c r  Y d  T l i n n  

WASHINGTON, April 6 - After a 
four-year examination of groups affili- 
ated with the Rev. Jerry Falwell. the 

Revenue Service has  won agreement 
from his broadcast ministry to pay 
W,OW in taxes for engaging in politi- 
cal activity in 1986 and 1987. 

The agency found that the assets and 
personnel of ae ministry. the Old Time 
Gospel Hour,.were used to raise money 
for a political action committee in vi@ 
lation of laws prohibiting tax-exempt 
bodies from participating or interven- 
ing in political campaigns on behalf of 
candidates. The I.R.S. did not identify 
the political action committee. 

' lark &Moss. said the cornmittec 
j: mentioned in the settlement was the 1 
I a v e  America Committee. formed by a 
Moral Majority official (not Mr. Fal- 
well) to back various Congressional 
Candidates. 11 no longer exists. he said. 
,lor does the Moral Majority, a lobby 
ing group created by Mr. Falwell. 

The I.R.S. also revoked the Iax-ex- 

* * :  
seeming incmase in "mis-irripresl 
sions" among lax.exempt groups that' 
they can ignore s:rictures barriqg p: 
litical activity. The I.R.S. in DecgTlber 
1991 assessed the Jimmy Swaggart 
Ministries 8171.122 in back mxep and 

me agrcemeni with &e Old Time( 
C&pl  Hour also requires changes i i  
its organizational structure 10 prevent. 

Canlrjbulors to the gospel hour dur: 
jng she tw*year revocatjon wrjd wi!: 
nor have to revise ikeir tar ;o;u.ds h i  
rhos: yesrs 8s long as ;!cy were cn- 
aware d the policica) act ivi tg  @e 
statement said. The I.R.S. would no'; 
say whether MF. Falwell himsell was 
lound lo ke responsible (OF the abuse of 

!merest lor 1985 and 1986. .- 

I b,,i a spokesman for Mr. Falwell. tuture violations. : :  I; \ 

rty 

The Rev. Jury F ~ ~ U  

. I  
1 

mation of taxexempt status in 1941 fo i  

for Liberty Wniversity. 

The examination also led io an'affirz 

Settlement Not Circulated I 

empt status of another Falwell organi- 
tation. the LibeflY Federation, after 
determining that if did nor operale 
solely for religious and chantable pur- 
poses. a mling that was not comested. 

~ ~ ~ m p t i o n  Or he was & 

the Liberty Broadcasting Network and, 

Old Time Gospl  Hour's tax-free status 
for the 'two years. was disclosed In a 
public statemenc signed in mid-febru. Mayonnaise Blamed for Ilhessses in 
ary by Mr. Falweii asprestdent of a e  , ministry. an a r m  01 (he Thomas Road 
Baptist Church in Lynchburg. Va. But GRANTS PASS, Ore., ~ p d  5 CAP) - cases were Confirmed and 37 p m b a W  
it did not circulate Widely enough 10 Salad dressings and sauces made w i a  from another Sizzler about 70 mlks 
satisfy the J.R.S.. which under 1987 mayonnaise were the source of s h ~ t e  away in Grants Pass. Dr. Wedberg 
IegiSlatiOn. has been cracking down on rial infwtion &at made a( last 13 said. People who becirme ilJ 81e Et the 
abuses by tax-exempt organizations. In peopse 111 after -ling a t  two Oregon restaurants in mid-March. 
recent days. the agency irself has e n  mstaurans ,  a state epidemiologist The franchisee. Double S Foods 01 
calling the settlement to the attention mid  Monday. Springfield, voluntarily closed both res' 
of news organizauons. 91 remains wclear how fhe mayon. murants for a week. meY mWd 
Mr. DeMoss charged that the I.R.S. mise was  canlaminated by the bacte- FndaY. 

etfons 10 publicize the SeKlement were ria E. coli, which 1s normally associat. Christopher Thomas. eXecUtM Vi4 
B violation Of the agreement, whfch ed with meat. said the epidemiologist, president for Sizzler International Inn 
called ad the gospel hour 10 mail its Dr. Katnna Hedberg. in Los Angeles. said that health olfi; 
settlemen1 statement (0 designated Five cases of E. coli Infection have cials -Id not recommend - 
news organizations. "We did that. and been conlirmed and 12 were considered changes MI food handling PrOCeeUre 
for two Weeks n o f l y  inquired abaut probable among patrons of a Sizzler that wou!d..?ave pRvented .$- 
IS" Mr. ~ M O S S  said. The I.R.S., he franchise fn Nom Bend, while eight break. 

I 

"P 

I The settlement. which revoked Che I - 

I < , 
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October 26, 1992 

LENGTH: 2120 words 
HEADLINE: Religious Right's Activity in Congressional Races Draws FEC Complaint From Dems 
Is <Tax-Exempt> Christian Coalition 'Targeting' Reps. Like Williams, Skaggs, Glickman? 
BYLINE: By Mary Jacoby 

BODY: 

state office in Montana last January, the organization held a conference in 
Helena. The topic: "God:s Building an Army. " 

I A month after televangelist <Pat Robertson's> Christian Coalition opened a 
~ 

, i Ralph Reed, the Christian Coalition's executive director, exhorted the crowd, 
~ ;'?We're going to see Pat Williams sent bags packing back to Montana in November 
! ::of this year, and I'm going to be here to help you do it." At least that's what 
1 =:-:&e Democratic National Committee says he said in an eight-page complaint fied 
~ 2;Jast week with the Federal <Election > Commission. 

Williams's sin: support in 1989 for the National Endowment for the Arts, 
=. . .  . .  which funded art Be conservative Christian Coalition considered pornographic. 
L.:: Reed vehemently denies he targeted Williams, Moii*ana's Democratic Congressman 
.~ .. r'~~who .~ was thrown into a dogfight with feiiow Rep. Ror. Marlene (R) this year when 
ii :one of the state's two Congressional districts was eliminated through 
'redistricting (see page 13). But Montana news organizations - and Williams's 

2- ... <campaign, > of course - say they have transcripts from tapes of the conference 
.-that - show otherwise. 

But whatever was sajd, one fact cannot be denied: The Virginia-based 
.. ?=?evangelical . .  .. . . organization has great!y increased its political activity this year, 
?,;and . . .  in b e  process has drawn fire for appearing to violate its <tax-exempt> status. 
* '= The Democratic Congressional <Campaign > Committee has identified more than 

two dozen races in which the 350,000-member Christian Coalition is active, 
including matchups between Ted Strickland (D) and Rep. Bob McEwan (It) in Ohio, 
Elizabeth Furse @) and Tony Meeker (R) in Oregon, and Rep. Charlie Wilson (D) 
and Donna Peterson @) in Texas. 
Reed says the organization, founded by Robertson three years ago after his 

failed < 1988 presidential> bid, has collected $13 million since then. This year, 
it has distributed 40 million voter-issues guides in every state of the nation - 
a canvassing far more comprehensive than in 1990, when it focused on only seven states. 

The Christian Coalition is not the only player on the block, however. Also 
active in this <election> are Don Wildmon's American Family Association and 
Phyllis Schlafly's Eagle Forum. 

The AFA, based in Tupelo. Miss., focuses on eliminating pornography and 
promoting "biblical ethics." The Eagle Forum led the battle to defeat the Equal 
Rights Amendment and opposes feminism. 

And in the South, a home-grown network of fundamentalist and wonservative 
churches is hitting stride this year, moving i n from the margins to have a real 
inpact on some ram. 

"Historically, they thought it violated the church and state idea," says 
University of Georgia political science professor Charles Bullock of 
fundamentalist groups' attitudes toward political activity. "But back in the 
'70s (Moral Majority leader Jerry) Falwell, <Pat Robertson, > and Jim and Tmmy 
Faye Bakker began to change all that. It became acceptable .... What we're seeing 
now is the result. They've gotten more organized." 

The result is anxiety for Democrats and a boost to many Republicans, who 
might have remained marginal in previous years. 
In Colorado, fundamentalist minister Bryan Day is mounting a surprisingly 

strong challenge as the Republican challenger to three-term Democratic Rep. 
David Skaggs. There, the local Christian Coalition chapter has joined forces 
with a group called Citizens for Responsible Government. 

Their tactics mirror those of religious and conservative groups nationwide 
and include distributing leaflets with pictures of aborted fetuses, organizing 
registration drives through churches, and distributing voter guides stressing 

.. 



. opposition to abortion, homosexual rig higher taxes, and unlimited terms for 
ofice holders. 

Although Colorado's 2nd Congressional district encompasses Denver's northern 
suburbs and the liberal-leaning college town of Boulder, Skaggs is facing 
anti-incumbent wrath stoked by Day's trumpeting of family-values issues, often 
from the pulpit of his church in Arvada, Colo. 

this year than in the past. When Skaggs faced conservative Republican David Bath 
in < 1988,> "the right wing of the party was not very well organized. They were 
not very well funded. And tbere wasn't very much anti-incumbent sentiment," the 
aide said. 

In Kansas, meanwhile, Rep. Dan Glickman @) is struggling after 16 years on 
the Hill to defeat state Sen. Eric Yost, a Republican who enjoys strong backing 
from Kansas pro-life groups. Glickman's <campaign> said the Christian Coalition 
has targeted the Congressman for defeat - a claim the Yost <campaign> calls "whining." 

In the Kansas race, the Christian Coalition b taking a back seat to the 
pro-life groups, which have been registering voters through the churches. A 

I member of the Whip organization and an Agriculture subcommittee chairman, 
..'Glickman, who is pro-choice, is vulnerable because of his 105 overdrafts at 
 the House Bank. 
. . The Eagle Forum is running an independent-expenditure <campaign S attacking 

Wichita is the 4th district's largest city, and it was the site in 1991 of 
.. Operation Rescue's blockade of abortion clinics - an event that ecergized the 
.. ~~ ' right, both Glickman and Yost <campaign> aide; agree. ""le have seen a real surge 

: in talk in the churches," said Kay @des, Glickman's <campaign> manager. Both 

Although churches =e now building a strong political network in the West and 
:: Midwest, the South has always had a t:adition of mixing religion and politics, 

- -  But mirroring the trend nationwide, the chrrrches are playing even more 
1 important roles than usual, Bullock said. He pointed to several Georgia 

'~ Congressional races to illustrate his point. 
In Georgia's 4th district, for example, yard signs and newspaper ads 

The visit of those tight-wing heroes, less than a month before the 

A Skaggs <campaign> aide said religious forces are much stronger in Colorado 

Glickman on his overdrafts iL?d his support for abortion rights and the 1989 Congressional pay raise. 

sides attribute the tight race to the religious right's efforts. 

said Bullock, the University of Georgia professor. 

announced the visit Oct. 11 of Oliver North and Jerry Falwell to Sunday services 
at the First Baptist Church of Snellville, an Atlanta suburb. 

<election,> unnerved workers in the <campaign> of Cathey Steinberg, the 
Democratic nominee for the Atlanta-area seat. Steinberg is pro-choice, female, 
and Jewish. 

"They can't really <campaign> in church," said Steinberg's <campaign > 
manager, Phyllis Mueller. "But so close to the <election,> you goaa wonder ...." 

Steinberg's opponent, Republican John Linder, makes the rounds of Baptist 
churches in the area, showing up in Sunday services, where he'll often be 
pointed out from the pulpit. It's not really a political appearance, said Geny 
Sisk, a spokeswoman for the First Baptist Church in Snellville, where Lindes has worshipped. 

abortion foe, also sometimes attends, "it can't help but help," Sisk said. 
Although the visit wasn't planned to coincide with the <election, > Skk and 
Mueller from the Steinberg <campaign > both said it creates an "atmosphere" that 
can help Republicans and hurt Democrats. 

Steinberg and Linder are competing for an open seat created by redistricting. 
Rep. Ben Jones @) represented the 4th until redistricting moved him into the 
loth district, where he lost the primary in July. 

In another Georgia race with religious overtones, Republican Daniel Becker is 
waging a losing battle, according to polls, to defeat state Sen. Nathan Deal for 
the 9th district seat vacated by retiring Rep. Ed Jenkins @). 

Becker, who gained notoriety for airing a graphic anti-abortion television ad 
last summer during an Atlanta Braves baseball game, is running with the slogan, 
"Restore Moral Government." In the week before the <election> he plans to air 
another controversial ad - a 30-minute "infomercial" featuring footage of a 
surgeon performing an acrual abortion. 

In a possible violation of their <tax-exempt> status, local Christian 
Coalition members communicate with Becker's <campaign. > 

"They talk on the phone with them fairly often and coordinate" activities, 

But with North's and Fdwell's appearance at a church that Linder, a strong 



said J o h n  Taylor, Becker's press secre 
Coalition is not the main force behind 

communicating with candidates like Becker or register as a partisan political 
organization and list its contributions and donors. 

or participating in a <campaign. > It may, however, print brochures advocating 
positions on issues, like abortion or the national deficit. But it must stop 
short of endorsing a specific candidate. 

In its FEC complaint, the DNC criticized the Christian Codition for allowing 
Republican party leaders - including President Bush, National Republican 
Congressional Committee Chairman Guy Vander Jagt (Mich), and conservative 
California Reps. Robert Dornan and William Damemeyer - to address its meetings. 

The complaint also accused the organization of coordinating work with Sen. 
Jesse Helms's (R-NC) 1990 reelection effort, and it quoted Robertson as saying, 
"My goal is to see a pro-freedom majority in the United States Senate by 1992 

But, Taylor said, the Christian 
er's <campaign. > 

If the DNC has its way, the Chrislian Coalition will have to cease 

Under FEC tules, a <tax-exempt > organization is prohibited from donating to 

.~ and a reversal of leadership in the House of Representatives by 1996." 
1 .- : Reed, however, reiterates that the Christian Coalition stays within legal 
1 7~bounds. But he does admit - proudly - that the group's clout has grown as its 
' . strategy has become more savvy. 

- "After Robertson's defeat, the (religious right's) efforts shifted from 
national to local and state offices," Reed said. "They've been working on 
winning school board, state legislature, and county races, and that has enhanced 

~ . .  their power, because those races are a low-risk laboratory where they can iicne 
':: their talents. 

"Involvement in a political party credentials you. It's one thing to be, s y .  
.. . the chairman of the local Pro-Family Option Council. It's quite another thing to 

::- Although Reed denies the Christian Coalition &-gets races, he does admit the 
= group's goal is  "to see a pro-family majority in Congress." But, he says, "That 
:- -~ might not necessarily come from defeating people or eltxdng them but from being 

~ : ~. ~~ : so popular at the grass-roots level" that conservative values are represented 

i 

. .  

be chairrnm of the state or county Republican party," Reed said. 

naturally in all facets of life, including the polls. 
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SECTION: REPORTS; Politics; Vol. 21, No. 49; Pg. 2980 
LENGTH: 3645 words 
HEADLINE: All-Purpose Loophole 
BYLINE: BY RICHARD E. COHEN AND CAROL MATLACK; Research assistance by Gale 
Mitchell and Tanya A. Zielinski 

HIGHLIGHT: 
Some politicians and political activists have been using <tax-exempt> 
organizations to fmance their activities. That comes close to skirting the tax 
code's intent. 

BODY: 
Last year, the Republican National Committee (RNC) figured it needed to 

spend at least $ 1 million on the massive task of organizing <election> data 
before the states prepare their redistricting maps in 1991. Now, the GOP plans 
to get some of that politically valuable data free. - courtesy of a new group 
that tuns on taxdeductible dollars. 

The attorneys who organized the group, Lawyers for the Republic Inc., Rave 
served in high-level Republican posts and received a $ 50,OOO start-up loan from 
the RNC. But they emphasize that their organization is autonomous and 
nonpartisan, as required for <tax-exempt> status by the tax law. "All we are 
trying to do is get the information to any people interested in redistricting," 
sdd Robert E. Freer Jr., a Washington lawyer who is founder and chairman of the group. 



So far, however, Republicans are 
by Freer's operation than Democrats 
Thomas B. Hofeller, director of redistricting and list development at the 
National Republican Congressional Committee. "There have already been discussions." 

Freer has participated in meetings with Republicans on redistricting straregy 
but has not attended any such Democratic sessions. His initial efforts were 
chiefly with the GOP because, he said, "1 didn't know many Democrats. I'm 
involved with the Republican network." He wrote to Democratic National Committee 
@NC) chairman Ronald H. Brown on Nov. 14, inviting Democrats to use his 
services, but the invitation was rebuffed. A DNC aide called it "a disguise for 
overtly Republican schemes" and said Brown will not cooperate. (For more on 
redistricting, see box, p. 2986.) 

for politicians and other citizens trying to save dollars and cut corners. It 
is an industry filled with many meritorious organizations but one in which 
enforcement is often lax and creative lawyers and accountants can find new ways 
to merge charity with politics. 

.: Republicans aren't the only ones who've discovered this loophole. During the 
' . < 1988 election, > Senate Majority Whip Alan Cranston, D-Calif., helped to set up 

1. and raise millions of dollars for <tax-exempt> groups to encourage voters to 
.~  register, chiefly in low-income neighborhoods in California. Some workers in 
%e voter registration effort have said it was understood that their job was to 
 register Democrats, but Cranston aides said that this would have been against 
the organizations' policy. 

i: 

:. ;$ 850,000 came from savings and loan executive Charles H. Keating Jr., who has 

= .. -would, in turn, help him win favorable treatment fiom federal regulators. The 
:-.-.FBI is reportedly investigating. (See box, p. 2983.) 
.'." Although tax laws flatly prohibit the use of taxdeductible contributions for 
:. .. partisan political activity, such money is often used to lay the groundwork for 
. .  :: : political <campaigns. > Five candidates in the < 1988 presidential > contest had 
: :: <tax-exempt> groups, ostensibly doing research and educational activities, in 

re familiar with the services promised 
'We expect to use the data," said 

Welcome to the world of <tax-exempt> organizations, the all-purpose loophole 

The Cranston groups have recently been the focus of special attention hecause 

-been accused of showering money on Cranston and four other Senatcrs so that they 

.~ 

the months preceding their <campaigns. > In contrast with the candidates' 
<campaign> funds, these groups could receive unlimited, taxdeductible sums from 
contributors, and they were not required to disclose a penny. One of the 
groups, founded by Republican candidate Marion G. (<Pat.) Robertson,. was accused 
of spending taxdeductible dollars to recruit convention delegates. (See box, 
p. 2985.) 

mid-November right under the Capitol dome, when lawmakers approved a potentially 
huge loophole in their pay raiseethics package. By accepting an eventual ban 
on honoraria, Members of Congress agreed to stop pocketing this money from 
interest groups. But they added a new wrinkle. In the future, interest groups 
can continue to donate money to a Member's favorite charity, SO long as the 
charity is sanctioned as <tax-exempt> by &be Internal Revenue Service (IRS). 

According to a House aide who helped to draft the provision, honoraria to 
charities will irresistibly become a booming industry. Members will receive a 
clear political benefit by taking credit for the donation - and will be 
ensnared in the same conflictd-interest problems posed by honoraria. The 
opportunity is revealed by a National Journal review of Members' < 1988> 
financial disciosure forms, which showed that 51 Senators and 146 House Members 
were founders, officers or directors of <tax-exempt> organizations. 

SACRED COW 

Further impetus to the spread of <taxexempt> groups took place in 

Many of Washington's rules do not apply to the <tax-exempr> organizatjons. 
At a time when the government is scratching for every available dollar, groups 
eligible for taxdeductible donations receive roughly $ 50 billion annually in 
contributions that the donors claim as deductions from their income-tax payments. 

And <tax-exempts> are a growth indusuy: The number of religious, charitable 
and educational groups -- known collectively as 501(c)(3) organizations after 
the section of the tax code that governs their <taxexempt > status - has 
increased more than 50 per cent in the past decade to 432,700. (Roughly 400,OOO 
other organizations, including a wide range of interest groups and trade and 



professional associations, are also < pt. > Unlike 501(c)(3) groups, 
however, their donots cannot take a 

But Congress pays scant attention to this pool of money and how it is spent. 
The issue was taken off the table during the wide-ranging overhaul that led to 
the 1986 Tax Reform Act. 

All <tax-exempt > groups with annual revenues of more than $ 25,000 are 
required to file annual returns, and the IRS says that because of the effective 
federal subsidy they enjoy, <tax-exempts> are about twice as likely to be 
audited as are individuals and businesses. Overt political activity "is a 
surefire way to get examined if you're an exempt organization," said Marcus S .  
Owens, executive assistant in the IRS exempt organizations technical division. 
Still, many organizations don't publicize their activities. And each year, only 
2.5 per cent of exempt groups are audited. 

<tax-exempt> groups, said Sheldon S .  Cohen, the IRS commissioner from 1965-69 
who is a tax attorney with the Washington office of the Philadelphia law firm of 
Morgan, Lewis and Bockius. "But it dies because there are not enough revenues 
to make it worthwhile for the commissioner," he said. "As Willie Sutton said, 
you go where the money i:. . . . It's a vicious circle. Principles come into 
play that are never reexamined." 

Adding to the status quo inertia are long-standing fears that the IRS could 
be used to punish political opponents and reward allies. Such charges surfaced 
during the House's impeachment investigation of President Nixon. One of the 
Judiciary Committee's three impeachment articles charged that Nixon sought 
information from tax returns in violation of constitutional rights. 

been widely accepted as legitimate policy because many of these institutions 
undeniably serve the public interest. Who, afier all, wants to tax the revenues 
of the hometown church, university, Red Cross chapter or Girl Scout troop? A 
problem, however, is that not all groups to which the IRS has granted the 

. preferred tax status appear SO obviously charitable. 
One of the worst abuses was revealed in 1987, when conservative fund raiser 

Carl (Spitz) Channell pleaded guilty to illegal use of taxdeductible 
contributions to help finance the Nicaraguan contra and to run advertisements 
against Dexocratic House Members hwo had voted against contra aid. That 
incident led to enactment of a limited set of reforms later that year. Rep. 1. 
J. Pickle, D-Texas, who chairs the Ways and Means Oversight Subcommittee, which 
prepared the legislation, had been a Channell target. 

Most <tax-exempt> groups, both in Washington and across the nation, are so 
obscure or so seemingly public-spirited that they attract attention only on the 
rare occasions when one of them generates controversy. But a growing roster of 
these groups have financed advertising, seminars or other activities that skate 
close to the edge of political activity. 

Inc. has run advertisements in the home district of seven Honse Members, 
attacking their anti-abortion voting records. Although the federation insists 
that the ads are purely educational, they have all the sophistication of a 
<campaign> appeal. (See box, this page.) 

ruled that television and radio spots aired by a <taxexempt> antiwar group 
during the last weeks of the 1984 <presidential campaign> did not constitute 
partisan political activity because, though the ads appeared to support Walter 
F. Mondale's candidacy, they did not mention his name. And courts have 
generally barred private citizens and groups from challenging an organization's 
<tax-exempt > status unless they can prove that they have suffered harm as a result. 

"The IRS doesn't want to open the door because there is a monster on the 
other side," said Ed Zuckerman, who publishes a newsletter, PAC3 & Lobbies, and 
is one of the few Washington reporters who monitors the <taxexempts. > 
UNANSWERED QUESTIONS 

host of other questions arise. For one thing, there's the possibility of 
influence-peddling with donors, an issue raised by the Cranston-Keating case. 

Pressure occasionally surfaces for tougher enforcement actions against 

If <tax-exempt> groups have become the ultimate sacred cow, the result has 

In recent weeks, for example, the Planned Parenthood Federation of America 

The IRS, however, has been reluctant to clamp down. Last May, the agency 

When Members of Congress establish their own <tax-exempt> organizations, a 

The commingling of public and private money is another concern. Under House 

c 



and Senate rules, Members cannot use 
their official duties. Nor can they use 
purposes. But some Members' <tax-exempt> groups ate so closely intertwined with 
their congressional offices that it's hard to tell whether the rules are being heeded. 

Fregg W. Waddell, a former aide to Rep. Newt Gingrich, R-Ga., said that 
during the time he was employed in Gingrich's House office, he dso worked as an 
unpaid volunteer for the American Opportunity Foundation, a 501(c)(3) group that 
Gingrich founded in I984 to promote conservative policies. (Simultaneously, 
Gingrich set up a separate group, American Opportunity, that could engage in 
lobbying but could not accept tax-deductible contributions.) 

around the country in 1984 and 1985, had no full-time staffs, although a local 
lawyer kept their records at his offices. Waddell, now a graduate student at 
Duke University, said that his volunteer work for the groups was done only 
during lunch hours, evenings and weekends. But he said that the groups' plans 
and activities were regularly discussed in the congressional office. "Newt 

. ..might think of a project he wanted to undertake, and if we decided that the 
.. proper means was not in the congressional office," the project would be assigned 

to one of the two groups, Waddell said. The groups were "basically just a 
-.: vehicle for him to do things, . . . to give him some financial resources to 
:. travel, to make speeches, that he couldn't use his congressional money for." 
: 

~. finances, likened the arrangement to a Member's using official funds for some 
..-~- activities ar.il *:campaign> funds for other acitivities - an arrangement that is 
.~ 1- videiy xcspted on Capitol Hill. 
. . The two groups have been dormant for the past few years and are now being 
. .. shut down. But arguably, they achieved a purpose: Gingrich, a relatively junior 

Member, is now House minority whip, the chamber's second-ranking Republican. 
I - ~ :  Like many other parts of the tax law, the rules covering <tax-exempt> 

organizations are anything but simple. Bruce R. Hopkins, a lawyer with the 
:-. . .  ~. ~ Washington law firm of Baker and Hostetler, told the Ways and Means Committee in 
~. < .  I987 that "there really are probably 50 or 60 or 70 different types of 

~- <tax-exempt> organizations" listed in section 501(c). The requirements for each 
category often leave considerable rcom for interpretation. 

Those in the biggest category, 50!(c)(3), in theory operate under the 
strictest rules. They cannot engage in direct or indirect political 
<campaign> activities or in what fhe code calls "substantial" lobbying. Groups 
in a second category, 501(c)(4), are exempt from paying federal income taxes but 
do not qualify for tax-cleductible contributions; they can engage in lobbying and 
in some political activity so long as political action is not the principal 
purpose. Many Washington interest groups are in this category, and 501(c)(3) 
groups often set up companion 50l(c)(4) organizations to carry out their 
lobbying and political work. Taxdedutible contributions cannot be transfeered 
from a 501(c)(3) to a 501(c)(4), however. 'The other major <taxexempt> players 
in Washington are in the 501(c)(6) category, chiefly trade associations. They 
operate under the same restrictions on lobbying and political activity as do 501(c)(4)s. 

public interest in the <tax-exempt> sector. During hearings in 1987, Pickle's 
subcommittee reviewed the IRS's procedures for classifying well-known church 
groups such as those headed by Robertson, Jerry Falwell and Jimmy Swaggat. 
Subsequently, the Justice Department successfully brought its criminal case 
against evangelist minister Jim Bakker. 

When he was IRS commissioner in the late !960s, Cohen recalled, he revoked 
the <tax-exempt> status of a comparable group headed by evangelist Billy James 
Hargis, after concluding that its activities did not qualify it as a church 
group. "That was the last time that a religious group lost an exemption," &hen said. 

More recently, some liberal 501(c)(3) groups attracted IRS scrutiny in 1987 
for their work that year in opposition to the Supreme Court nomination of Robert 
H. Bork. An initial IRS review concluded that there was no substantial 
difference between attempting to influence legislation - the traditional 
definition of lobbying - and attempting to influence Senate votes on judicial 
nominations. But a large coalition of exempt groups, ranging from the American 
Civil Liberties Union to the Heritage Foundation, protested loudly, and the case 
was eventually closed without action. 

te funds to subsidize performance of 
office budgets for unofficial 

~ 

The Gingrich organizations, which sponsored a series of seminars and meetings 

Dan Swillinger, a Washington lawyer who oversees the Gingrich organizations' 

The activities of television evangelists have probably generated the most 



BIPARTISAN COVER 

The bipartisan silence has  been encouraged on the legislative Front because 
of the complexity of the <tax-exempt > issues and because so many members of both 
parties benefit from the services of such groups. "It's the issue from hell for 
the Ways and Means Committee," a committee aide said. "It never goes away." 
Although the political wings of each party rigorously monitor each other's 
<tax-exempt > activities, the results have essentially left current practices unchallenged. 

In 1985, for example, a handful of Washington lobbyists who were active 
Democrats organized the National Legislative Educational Foundation, a 501 (c)(4) 
group whose best-known activity was eo finance the House Democrats' annual 
weekend conclave at the Greenbrier resort in West Virginia. In return for 
donating $ 5,0004 10,OOO apiece, the lobbyists gained the right to hobnob with 
the lawmakers. House Republicans decided that their best response was flattery, 
not challenge; with the help of a group of Republican-leaning lobbyists, they 
have organized similar retreats at various sites outside Washington. 

When the Ways and Means Committee took action in 1987 to remedy several 
problems in this area, it focused on relatively tangential issues such as 
disclosure of officers and budgets by the <tax-exempt+. > The panel left 
more-basic issues untouched. 

Congress also addressed in that law the growing tend of <presidential > 
candidates' creating <taxexempt> groups. It agreed to impose stricter limits 
on taxdeductible money used for political activity. A key solution was a 10 
per cent excise tax, nor to exceed $5 ,000 ,  on offending <campaigns.> A 
Washington tax !eivyer, who did not want to be named, said that this solution 
"may make it m i e r  tc abuse" the law because it implicitly invites broad abuses 
if the candidate is willing to pay the fine. But the IRS's Owens noted that the 
law gave the agency new authority to crack down by obtaining injunctions against 
groups that engage in flagrant activity on behalf of a candidate. 

The Democratic Congressional <Campaign> Committee has kept a close eye on the 
activities of Gingrich and has actively publicized them. It also filed a 
Federal <Election> Commission (FEC) complaint in October < 1988> against 
Republican Me1 Hancock during his <campaign> for an open House seat in Missouri, 
saying he had improperly accepted a <campaign> contribution from a taxpayers' 
watchdog group under his control; I I months later, and after winning <election, Z 
Hancock agreed to pay a $ 2,000 penalty to the FEC. 

The National Republican Semtorial ComJnitfee, for its part, conducted an 
exzemive review in 1987-88 of Citizen Adion, a liberal Chicago-based 501(c)(4) 
group thaJ hos moved increasingly porn the legislative arena to electoml 
politics. Al the instigation of Sen. Robert W. Kasten Jr., W-Wis., the 
cornittee in Jwre < 1988 > fired complainas with the 1R.S arnd the FEC. (See NJ, 
6/11/88, p .  1550.) There has been no response @om ihose agencies to the 
complaints; customdy the agencies do not report to the complainant or to the 
public u?Uil they huve completed their inquiries. 

In the meantime, Kasten this year set up his own <tax-exempt> group. The 
Legislative Studies Institute brings college students and others interested in 
seeking jobs on Capitol Hill to Washington for four and a half months of 
training. ENOIIIXS pay $ 1,500 tuition, but the institute expects to rake $ 
500,000 this year to subsidize its operations. Its staff consists of two former 
Kasten aides, and fund-raising is overseen by Merman Pirchner, a Washington 
consultant who has raised money for Kasten and other GOP candidates. Pirchner 
declined to identify major donors to the institute, but said most of the money 
comes "from entities that have not given 2 cents to any Kasten <campaign. > " 
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE 

But for other politicians, a <tax-exempt > organization can become an 
alternative route for their regular <campaign > contributors. Senate Minority 
Leader Robert Dole, R-Kan., in recent years has been promoting the Dole 
Foundation, which helps disabled individuals to find employment. Ellen S. 
Miller, the director of the nonpartisan Center for Responsive Politics, which 
has studied the activities of <taxexempt> organizations affiliated with 
politicians, said that she found "a remarkable overlap" in the list of 
contributors to the foundation and to Dole's Senate <campaign> funds. 

The Cranston-Keating case is one of several in which relationships between 



Members of Congress and donors to 
scrutiny recently. In July, The Wash 
Dickinson, R-Ala., the ranking minority member of the Armed Services Committee, 
had raised money from defense contractors to support the <tax-exempt> Institute 
for the Common Defense, which is run by Anthony S. Makris, a longtime friend and 
business partner. The institute has carried out few of its announced plans, 
which included opening a Washington office and starting a political action 
committee PAC), but paid Makris at least $ 105,000 in < 1988> and provided 
honoraria to several Members of Congress last year, The Post reported. Makris 
failed to return repeated telephone calls from National Journal. 

House Armed Services chairman Les Aspin, D-Wis., has established the Aspin 
Procurement Institute, a Wisconsin-based group that helps local small businesses 
secure defense contracts. The group is financed partly by business donations 
and partly by a Defense Logistics Agency grant. Similar groups operate in other 
states, but none is affiliated with a Member. 

taxdeductible contributions for its Garn Institute of Finance, named after Sen. 
:...Jake Garn, R-Utah, ranking minority member of the Banking, Housing and Urban 

: Affairs Committee. Gam Institute officials say that the Senator does not 
directly solicit contributions but has spoken at fund-raising dinners -- and 
virtually all the money given to the institute so far has come from banking and 

required to disclose their donors. That has caused some grousing among PACs. 
"We're out there naked foi sralysls, while all this other stuff is going on," 

Business PACs. 

xempt > organizations have come un 
Post disclosed that Rep. William L. 

I 

I 
1 

~ 

~ 1 

~ 

I And the University of Utah has solicited more than $ I .7 million in 
' 
~ 

- savings and loan interests under the Banking Committee's jurisdiction. 
, 

1 ~ 

~ : ~ said Steves 4. S:ockmeycr, executive director of the National Association of 

But <*ax-exempt> groups, unlike PACs and <campaign> commiaees, aren't 

1 ~ As pressure grows to rein in <campaign > spending and oatside income to 
.-=~: Members of Congress, the imporlance of well-placed chpritobe condribution~ is 

.: Iikedy lo increase, loo. "Righi now, if's gotten to be such an OVedQy Pehveen 
~:. . .  .$ pol i t id  a n d  chrifable giving] . . ., your confingency fund for nonprofl 
::~. giving hos lo be as big as your PAC, said Jane Scott Brown, who he& a 
. ~ Washingion find-raising firm. "Evely mnprojit puts a Congresspnan on their 

committee. That's the first thing I think of with a nonprofit client - how 
I work ut same political angle? That's the name ofthe game in town. " 
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HEADLINE: Greenberg-Lake Will Split in Dems' Consultant Shuffle 

BYIJNE: By §mart Rothenberg 

m D Y :  
The off-year game of musical chairs in the political consulting community 

that began a few cycles ago is continuing. But this time, much of the sbkup is 
within the Democratic party after fallout from President Clinton's victory in 
November. 

The biggest news, of course, is the formation of a new Democratic media firm 
by Mandy Grunwald, the Clinton campaign media whiz formerly of Gmer Margolis 
Mitchell Grunwald & Associates, Carter Eskew, formeely of Squier Eskew Knapp 
Ochs Communications, and Michael Donilon, formerly of Doak, Shrum, Harris, 
Sherman & Donilon. 

The new firm, Grunwald, Eskew & Donilon, has already moved into office space 

on Capitol Hill and is expected to be a major campaign player immediately. All 
three partners have worked for high-profile cJjenis on the Hill before, and 
they're expected to bring some of those clients with them for the '94 cycle. 

In another significant Democratic development, sources confirm that 
Gmnberg-Lake: The Analysis Group, the highly regarded polling firm, is 
splitting up. Their Fast clients include sgch Democratic Senators as Chris Dodd 
(Conn), Carol Moseley-R;m~ (El), and Barbara Boxer (Calif), and dozens of 
House Members. 

Stanley Greenberg. who polled for Clinton during the presidential campaign, 
will continue to do work for the Democratic National Committee (and through it, 
lor the Clinton White House). His firm will also work for some House and 
&enate> candidates, though not necessarily his wife, Rep. Rosa DeLauro 
(DCOM). 

women, will leave the firm, either to work on her own or join forces with 
another pollster. She is currently handling polling for Democratic hopefd 

Celinda Lake, who has built up a large clientele of candidates, many of them 

Barbara Shipnuck in California's open 17th Congressional district. 

The poJIing shuffle doesn't stop there. Veteran pollster Paul Maslin has 
joined up with John Fairbank and Richard Maullin to form the tentatively titled 
Fairbank, Mask ,  Maullin 6r Associates. Last year, Fairbank and Maullin worked 
for Democratic -=Senate> winner Patty Murray in Washington and Democratic House 
victors Dan Hamburg and Bob Filner in California. 

Maslin, whose previous associations include Hickman-Maslin and KRC Research, 



will operate out of San Franci le the rest of the firm will remain in 
SantaMonica. The firm is already polling in two 1993 mayoral races - for Mike 
Woo in Los Angels  and Dennis Archer in Detroit. 

As for those Democrats who produce TV images, changes are also in the offing. 
Democratic media consultant Chris Sauiter has formed his own firm, %utter 
Communications, after a four-year stint as director of the Washington office for 
Axelrod & Assoriates. H e  is likely to continue to work @infly wikh 
Illinois-based David Axelrod on a number of projects. 

Media producer Dino M a r  has left Politics Inc. to work on his own. 
Politics Inc. president Lesley Israel says the firm is looking to hire a media 
"heavyweight" to replace him. 

And media consultant Jon Mack, who jumped from Do&, Shmm to Struble Totten 

Communications in May 1991, has jumped again - this time outside politin 
altogether, to comedian Jay Leno. Mach  is now a comedy writer for Tonight Show 
host Lmo in Eos Angeles 

Former Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee executive director Les 
Francis has moved to Winner/Wagner & Francis, a Washington-based grassroots 
lobbying firm that will handle corporate clients rather than candidates. 
Francis operated the FMR Group before going over to the DCCC. 

And Fenn & King, home of another IXCC veteran, Tom King, has become F m ,  
King dr Murphy now that Steve Murphy has been named a principal. Murphy, who has 
worked for the firm for three years, served as House Majority Leader Dick 
Gephardt's (D-Mol AA and was involved in Wilson Goode's (D) 1983 Philadelphia 
mayoral race and in the nkaki s  and Gephardt presidential campaigns. 

On the <Republican> side, National ckepublicaw Senatorial Committee Southern 
regional director <Curt Anderson> has left the committee to do campaign 
consulting on his own. He will also collaborate on some races with Fabrizio, 
Mcbughlin & Associates, a cGOP> polling/consulting firm. 

Anderson, who was also the NRSCs coalitions director, directed T o m y  
Hartnett's (R) near-upset of Sen. Fritz Hollings (DSCI last year. 

Kieran Mahoney, former special assistant to New York <Republican> Sen. AI 
DAmato, has opened up  Mahoney dr Associates, a new polling and general 
cunsulting firm. He has already signed up  former Rep. Bob McEwen, who is running 
for the cGOP> nod in Ohio's open 2nd district. At the same time, Mahoney IS 
opening up  the Washington office of AJF & Associates, Arthur Finkelstein's cGOP> 
polling/consulting firm. 

And Edward Goldstein, who sewed as a staffer on the Bush White House's 
Domestic Policy Council, has joined Voter/Consumer Research as director of 
issues research. The Bethesda-based <GOP> polling firm's recent clients have 
included Sen. Mitch McConnell (R-Ky) and former Rep. Tom Campbell (R-CaliD, who 
ran unsuccessfully for <Senate> last year. 

Veteran pollster V. Lance Tarrance, who five years ago sold his firm to the 
Gallup Organization and has been out of the campaign loop for the past couple of 
years, is eyeing a potential return to the political wars, possibly in a 

strategic role in the 1996 presidential race. For now, however, he will be 
involved in work for Gallup. He is no longer a member of the board of The 
Tarrance Group. 

i 
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National GOPers contend state Sen. David Williams (R) "has a 
better chance than they first thought to oust" Sen. Wendell Ford 
(D) in November. NECs <Curt Anderson:> 'We think this is one 
where we can sneak up  on some people." Ford's camp 'largely 
dismisses such talk, as  do Democrats in general, but it's not 
taking the Williams challenge lightly." Ford manager Mike T m p :  
%ora always runs like there's no tomorrow. Hedoesn't let up. 
_..There may be disgruntled people out there, but what I've 
always heard is, 'We're not mad at OUT friend Wendell Ford."' 
But the NRSC is giving the race "higher priority and could give 
Williams the financial base he needs to run a credible campaign." 
Williams i s  planning to run an *'anti-Washington" campaign. Yet 
he "welcomes" President Bush's help, "which usually comes in the 
form of fund-raising. He said other <GOP> notables will come to 
(KY) to help him raise money." His biggest help could come from 
the hWX, which can give him as much a s  $321,000. Williams 
raised about $4O,OOO for his "quiet primary race, including 
$10,000 from himself, and spent almost all of it defeating 
Phillip Thompson." Ford, who was unopposed in the primary, 
raised more than $1.2M through March and had about @W,CW cash 
on hand (At Cross. Louisville COURtER-]QURNAL, 5/32). 
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While the partisans of Bush and Buchanan battle it out in the primaries, 

another <Republican> Party faction, the Christian right, has been hovering just 
above the fray, waiting for its opportunity. Defying the political obi tuay of 
their movement written four years ago, America's right-wing evangelists have 
gathered around Pat Robertson and are quietly but effectively positioning 
themselves to control the future of conservatism. 

Under the aegis of a new, highly solvent and dubiously Qx-bree national 
organization called the Christian Coalition, they're relentlessly registering 

churchgoerr, canvassing "pro-family" voters, preparing campaign literature and 
organizing hard for conservatives in <Republican> primafies across the country. 
Striving to mobilize a bloc of 20 million "pro-family" voters next November, the 
coalition expects to affect every election, from the presidential race down to 
the statehouses, where the abortion issue looms. 

After the eclipse of Swaggart, Bakker and Falwell, and Pat Robertson's own 
defeat for the <Republican> presidential nomination four years ago, the 
fundamentalist right seemed to have lost heaven's mandate. But in the summer of 
1989, Robertson decided to resurrect the remnants of his campaign by forming the 
Christian Coalition, a grass-roots, issue-oriented army of the faithful. Since 
the coalition was founded, i t  has attracted more than 175,oM) dues-paying 
members, each of whom belongs to one of the county chapters organized in 
forty-five states. There are now twenty states that have chapters in every 
country. The combination of money and troops has attracted to the Christian 
Coalition nearly all the most important figures on the religious right, 
including Oliver North, New Right godfather Paul Weyrkh and the kev. James 
Dobson of Focus on the Family. 

Unlike the old Moral Majority, which was heavily oriented toward the media, 
Robertson's new outfit sought no headlines, and its leaders still tend to shun 

publicity outside right-wing Christian circ!es. 'Were fying below radar," is 
the motto of Ralph Reed Jr, the coalition's 30-year-old czecutive director. (It 
happens to have been David Duke's motici too.) He boasts that the coalition's 
targets-such as the dozen Virginia Democrats who lost elections in I99l-don't 
know what his "guerrilla warriors" are doing until it's too late. He  still 
brags about the 350,000 pieces of literature that coalition volunteers 
distributed all over North Carolina at the last minute in 1990 to help Senator 
Jesse Helms defeat Harvey Gantt. 

In other words, Robertson and his supporters have set about their latest 
crusade armed with more than their old fanaticism. They are sophisticated and, 
above all, pragmatic. Although many Christian Coalition activists-and the vast 
majority of Robertson's 700 Club viewers-probably prefer Buchanan, Robertson 
decided as  early as last November to back Bush. There were religious 
considerations involved: Buchanan, whom Robertson calls "a dear friend and a 
marvelous conservative," is Catholic, and the coalition prefers Dan Quayle, who 
belongs to a far-right Presbyterian sect and is considered authentically 
born-again. 

Yet it was practical politics, not religion, that dictated a Bush 
enforsement. And having committed themselves to Bush, Robertson and Reed are 
applying leverage on the White House like classic power brokers, never relaxing 



! 
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the pressure for political or ideological concessions. Publicly and privately- 
they warn that without Robertson's blessing his followers, potentially critical 
in a close election, will stay home on Elecion Day. 

No o p p r t u n i v  to twist Bush's arm has been missed. The coalition suddenly 
became visible this year when it mounted a grass-roots campaign against John 
Frohnmayer, the chairman of the National Endowment for the A r t s  who wa5 ousted 
in February, after a flood of petitions to the White Mouse that happened to 
coinode with Buchanan's exploitation of the same issue. But then, just before 
the cruds1 Georgia primary, Robertson Sent out another mailing. at Bush's 
request, reiterating his suppit for the President. 

What Bush offefers the coalition in return, aside from Frohnmayer's head, is 
influence jn the national campaign, a loud voice in the platform debate and 
delegate slots for its members. Such rewards are far more important to 
Robertson than Bush's r e ~ l e ~ t i o n  because the TV evangelist is looking beyond 
1992 to a more ambitious goal: control of the <Republican> Party. 

Hegemony won't come cheaply. Robertson estimates that the coalition spent J 
S million in 1991 and will spend another $10 million this year-all of it tax 

free. The Christian Coalition is registered as a "social welfare organization" 
with the Internal Revenue Service. Under Section 501(c)4 of the 1.R.S. code, 
the coalition isn't supposed to be primarily involved in partisan politics. In 
fact, the coalition is focused upon a range of highly partisan activities that 
may dolate its tax-exempt status. 

At the local level, the coalition's Republicanism is sometimes muted, 
especially in hostile temtory. Recently, the national field director, Guy 
Rodgers, visited New York City to kick off the organizing of a )oral chapter 
whose first meeting attracted more than eighty dedicated activists. He talked a 
lot about how to canvass a precinct, and very little about George Bush or the 
cG.Q.P.2 

'We don't endorse candidates and we don't endorse parties," recited Rodgers 
in boilerplate language. "We look at issues-and you can find pro-family 
candidates in both parties." Bur when he boasted a b u t  the Christian Coalition's 
successes in Virginia last November, he was talking about driving long-term 
Democratic legislators out of office and replacing them with "pro-family" 
cRepublicans.> "If there had been a pro-family Democrat we might have supported 
him," he shrugged, "but there wasn't single one." 

Such disclaimers are intended to show that the coalition is what is professes 
to be: strictly "nonpartisan" and "issue-oriented." But they're disingenuous. 
The organization's goals and methods were discussed far more candidly at a 
closed meeting of its leaders from around the country last November, which I 
attended, where plans were drawn up for the 1992 election cycle. 

Roberson hosted the "Road to Victory Conference and Strategy Briefing" at his 
sprawling headquarters in Virginia Beach, which houses the studios of the 
Christian Broadcasting Network and Chancellor Robertson's fully accredited 
Regent University. The conference proceedings, which started with tributes by 
Quayle and a grateful Helms, were held in Robertson's newest building, a lavish 
faux-eighteenth century motel called the Founders Inn, whose walls are adorned 
with gigantic oil portraits of George Washington, Thomas Jefferson and . . . 
Pat Robertson. 

Among those who trekked to Virginia Beach were antiabortion leader and Eagle 



Forum president Phyllis SchlafIy and Gary Bauer, the former Reagan domestic 
adviser who now runs the Rev. Dobson's Family Research Council. But apart from 
the big names in attendance, the most impressive aspect of the conferenre was 
the high level of political technique that Robertson's staff members imparted to 

their cadre. 

For the duration of the twoday conference there was virtually no discussion 
of abortion or any other "pro-family" issue, except how they could be used (or 
misused) in an election. This was a campaign school, attended by more than ga0 
activists, and a brazenly partisan one at that. Not a single Democrat appeared 
on the pmgram, not even as a sop to the I.R.S. Every speaker was a 
cRepub1ican.r 

But of course not all <Republicans> are godly. The coalition is as  much 
engaged in Internal cG.O.P.> wrangling as in fighting the Democrats. Talk of 
enemies didn't always mean journalists, liberals, homosexuals, feminists and the 
other usual suspects; often the sharpest insults were reserved for a breed 
considered truly satanic: modcrate <Republicans.> 

Such invective apparently didn't trouble Representative Guy Vander Jagt of 
Michigan, who chairs the National <Republicans Congressional Committee. 
Keynoting the first day's luncheon, he was flanked at the head table by 
eG.0.P.s House candidates from his home state as well as from North Carolina, 
Florida and Maine. A triumph for "family values" would, he vowed, mean an end 
to the "thirty-one years of Democratic rule" on Capitol Hill. 'Why not do  term 

limitations the old-fashioned way? Vote the rascals out and try a <Republican> 
Congress for a change!" 

The details of 1992's holy war were outlined by staff members of the 
<Republican> campaign committees. Mike Pauley, a top official of Vander Jagt's 
operation, offered a "nuts and bolts briefing on same of the key targeted races 
that we need to be focusing on in 1992." Noting <Republican> opportunities in 
districts where incumbent Democrats are 1eavir.g office, Pauley urged that the 
Christian Coalition get involved jn low-turncut piimaiies in which "a bloc of 
pro-life and pro-family voters can have twice or three times as much impact as  
they do  in a general election." 

Pauley's counterpart at the National <Republican> Senatorial Committee, 
<Curt Anderson,> was even bolder. He too solicited the coalition's aid against 
incumbent Democrats, but then went on to attack specific members of his own 
party. As officials of the national cG.O.P.> apparatus, he an Pauley are both 
supposedly neutral in primaries, but Anderson exhorted the coalition to support 
"pro-family" primary contenders, especially in California, where, he said, 
"people better help out [Bruce] Herschensohn" against moderate Tom Campbell. 

Anderson further confided that although officially the N.R.S.C. would have to 
back Senator Arlen Specter in Pennsylvania, he prefers conservative challenger 
Steve Freind, author of that state's newly restrictive abortion law. Evidently 
the coalition took this advice to heart; Guy Rodgers said in New York that he 
was peparing to mail 500,000 "pro-family" guides to cG.O.P.> voters in 
Pennsylvania before the April 28 primary there. 

The conference's second day was devoted to "turning out the Christian vote in 
1992." Aside from an impressive display of technical knowledge,. what emerged in 
lectures by Reed and Rodgers was a cynically realistic altitude toward voters 
and elections. "In any good voter-turnout election-I'm talking about a 



presidential election," explained Rodgers, "only 15 percent of the eligible 
voters determine the outcome.. . How cold that be? Of all adults 18 and 
over who are eligible, only about 50-65 percent are registered to vote. And of 
those registered, only 50 percent actually vote. . . Now in low-turnout 
elections-dty council, state legislature, county commission-the percentage of 
those who determime who wins can be as  low as  6 Po 7 perrent!" 

He paused. "Is this sinkink in? We don't have to worry about convincing a 
majority of Americans to agree with us. Most of them are staying home and 
watching Falcon Qwt. They're not involved, they're not voting, so who cares?" 

That, he added, is "why the feminists are 50 temfied of Roe v. Wade being 
overturned. We have the bodies. " h a t  we're endeavoring to do in Christian 
Coalition is get the Christians out of the churches and into the precincts. We 
build a conduit into the churches where we can funnel i d o m t i o n  in and hrnnel 
people out." 

Anticipating a m d a l  Supreme Court decision on Roe v. Wade this spring, 
the coalition has spent months preparing for pitched battle against the 
pro-choice forces in Washington and the state capitals. On the weekend of April 
5, as feminist banners filled the Washington Mall, every Christian Coalition 
member in thecountry received an "actiongram" from Reed, urging an immediate 
lobbying campaign against the Freedom of Choice Act now pending in Congress. If 
passed, it would put a major crimp in the Christian Coalition's strategy of 
restricting abortion rights by winning control of state legislatures. In the 
meantime, however, coalition activists will be supplying an abortion litmus test 
to every incumbent or insrugent running this year. Electing "our kind of 
people,'' as Rodgeeas said last November, "is the most effective form of 
lobbying there is." 

After distributing hundreds of costly kits and manuals, Rodgers and Reed took 
the audience step by step through the process of identifying "pyo-family" voters 
in their counties with a telephone canvass. It's a massive, tedious job, which 

is why the troops were being motivated to start phoning immediately. Rodgers 
claimed that 5,000 such "precinct action kits"-each potentially worth hundreds 
of names-had already been distrfbGted across the country by last fall. Again, 
there was a clearly partisan emphzsis. 'You have to pick and chhoose," Rodgers 
urged. 'You don't do voter ID in a precinct that votes 97 percent Democrat." 
Or, as Reed said, 'There are no Dukakis Democrats on our lists. We don't want 
to communicate with them. Wedon't even want them to know there's an election." 

Here's how it works. Once the canvasser chooses a tragel precinct, the phone 
script i quite simple. "Do you usually vote for <Republican> or Democratic 
candidates? In 1988, did you support George Bush or Michael DukaMs?" If the 
voter answers Democrat and Dukakis, the conversation is politely terminated and 
a new voter is dialed. Wow as  soon as we know who the Democratic nominee for 
'92 is gonna be," Reed blurted, "we'll be asking that question." 

Then, after a query about abortion (for use in post-Roe state elections), the 
canvasser moves briskly to the voter's all-important "issue burden"-the issue 
that most bofhers that particular voter. rhis information allows computerized 

manipulation of individual voters. With names properly coded, a canned but 
seemingly personalized paragraph on any of thirty or forty issues-from 
pornographic art to roads and sewers-may then be laser-printed into an 
otherwise generic mailing. 



When combined with heavi ased "voter mides," the effect of this 
technology can be stunning. ~e Christian Coa?ition used prpdsely those 
techniques to elect conservative <Republicans> in seven out of nine State 
<Senate> races in the Virginia Beach area. Gleefully recounting the results, 
Reed called those local elections "a test that worked brilliantiy." The 
Christian Coalition's antiabortion candidates had bamboozled an overwhelmingly 
pro-choice electorate by focusing their direct mail and phone canvasses on such 
local issues as water shortage, traffic, mhne and education. 

"Many of our people who were doing this voter ID also happened to be precinct 
captains for the <Republican> Party," Reed explained with a little smile. In 
other words, there's an easy way around the laws that prohibit tax-exempt g o u p  
from influencing electionssven on the federal level. "What you can do  i s  
either have the candidate purchase Ithe voter ID lists] or, as I said, if you're 
a precinct captain for both the candidate and the coalition . . . well, hey," 
he shrugged, "it just so happens you work for two organizations." 

Asan example, he said, "We're gonna be doing a lot of voter ID in that 
California dena te> [primary] race. We can't take a position, but if loud 
people ID voters on behalf of the Dannemeyer campaign, that's fine with us." 
Gay-bashing Representative William Dannemeyer, now running for the <Senate> 
against moderate <Republican> John Seymour, is a coalition favorite. 

Although the Christian Coalition's members are deeply immersed in the current 
elmion cycle, Robertson is looking well beyond 1992. At the conference, 
coalition activists were introduced to the mind-numbing inbicacies of becoming 
a delegate to the cG.O.P.> convention and, eventually, a member of the 
<Republican> National Committee. "Our key objective for Christian Caolition 
long term," confided a California operative, "would be to take control of the 
RN.C . . . Impossible task? Absolutely not. But it isn't gonna happen unless 
every one of you registers as a county central committee member." 

Already several Christian Coalition leaders hold seats on the RN.C., and 
Morton Blackwell, the veteran conservative who is an R.N.C. member from 
Virginia, is helping Robertson to recruit more. At the conference's closing 
banquet Robertson declared his timetable explicitly. *We want to see a working 
majority of the <Republican> Party in the hands of pro-family Christians." he 

said, "by 1996 or sooner." 

Robertson's scheme is admittedly not a modest one, and neither is his attempt 
lo unite Protestant fundamentalists, divided among themselves by various 
religious doctrines, with conservative Catholic and Eastern Orthodox voters, who 
aren't considered "saved." To achieve it all will require years, not months, of 
patient, skillful organizing. But in addition lo substantial funding and 
dazzling technical prowess, the Christian Coalition prospers from a lack of 
competition. Nobody else, right or left, is daring to mount a grassmots 
effort on this scale. 

If they succeed, Robertson and his followers will transform the <Republican> 
Party into a Christian patriotic front even more authoritarian and bigoted than 
today's eG.O.P.2 While he hied to sound like a reasonable conservative in 
1988, Robertson now raves about one-worldist plots by the "money elites" of the 
Eastern Establishment. His latest book, The New World Order, nails fellow Yalie 
Bush as a Trilateralist, thus reviving the age-old conspiracy doctrines that go 
back to the Bavarian Illuminati. Even worse, the President is an "unwitting 
agent"of Lucifer. (Robertson anticipates a "Christian in the White House by 
the year 2000.") 

I. 



Still more disturbing than Ro n's bizarre ideas, however, is the nasty 
mood of his followers. The "Road to Victory" Conference ended on the night of 

the Louisiana gubernatorial election, and as they drifted out of the closing 
banquet, coalition leaders gathered in the lobby to watch the returns on CNM. 
The majority were dearly disappointed by David Duke's defeat. Among them was 
Billy McCormick, the chairman of the Louisiana Christian Coalition, who'd sat at 
Robertson's right hand that evening and was introduced as the m n  who inspired 
Pat to found the coalition. McCormick, having supported Duke for governor and 
vouched publicly for the neo-Nazi's devout Christianity, has followed 
Robertson's lead. He is now the vice chairman of the Bush campaign in 
Louisiana. 

By November the coalition's c a d n  will be conducting their electoral guerilla 
tactics on behalf of <Republican9 from Bush d o w n 4 u r n i n g  out voter guides, 
firing off direct mail, cranking up phone banks. Will Robertson &et away with 
abusing a tax-exempt organization to pursue his partisan political agenda? The 
moderate <Republicans> are scarcely aware of what he's doing, and the Democrats 
don't even have a clue. 

For the record, Ralph Reed claims that his group does not "advocate the 
election or defeat of candidates in our publications, including voter guides." 
He also insists that the 'Xoad to Victory" conference was "lion-partisan" and 

merely taught participants "how to identify pro-family voters (without regard to 
party affiliation or support for candidates), and how to distribute non-partisan 
voter guides, which inform voters on where candidates stand on the key issues 
facing America." 

Of course, it's the Internal Revenue Service that is supposed to police this 
kind of political scam. But the 1.R.S. is still investigating Pat's last 
venture into tax-free politicking, the defunct Frreedom Council, which played an 
important role in 1987 preparing the way for his presidential campaign. 
Robertson and his cohort don't exactly seem scared. Perhaps they reckon that by 
the time the 1.R.S. or anyone eke  gets around to audi!ing the Christian 
Coalition, they'll already be canvassing precints for Fresiden! Quayle. 
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S I  write on January 15, the Capitol is withdrawn and uneasy, fearful of 

terrorism. In the hallways of the Capitol building, the routine banter and 



laughter are missing. And ty has tightened: the Capitol police are 
askine all visiton to remove their coats. which are frisked thoroueh Iv. 

Buibver in the Hart <Senate> Office Building's huge hearing &m, it's 
business as usual: Day 25 of the ethics committee's investigation into the 
dealings between Charles Keating, chief executive of the now-defunct Lincoln 

Savings & Loan, and five senators: Democrats Alan Cranston (calif.), Dennis 
DeConcini (Ark), John Glenn (Ohio), and Donald Regie (Mich.), and 
<Republican> John M a i n  (Ark.). Special Counsel Robert Bennett and lawyers for 
the Keating Five have begun their closing arguments; when they are done, the 
panel will determine if any of the five men violated <Senate> rules and, if so, 
will suggest appropriate punishments, ranging hom reprimand to expulsion. The 
committee's verdicts are expected by early March. 

The two-month hearings are widely viewed as a bust in terms of both theatrics 
and substance. Public interest had waned long before the Gulf war took center 
stage. The plodding hearings uncovered little new information about the five 
senators' activities. 

In the mid 1980s Mr. Keating had engineered $1.3 million in campaign 
contributions to the five lawmakers. In return he expected the senators to lean 
on federal bank regulators to back off from their investigation into his shaky 
institution, which was crippled by p w r  junk-bond investments and real-estate 
speculation. The central event came in April 1987, when the senators met twice 
with Federal Home Loan Bank Board examiners, who charge that the senators 
pressured them to leave Lincoln alone. Sensing impropriety, Senators McCain and 
Glenn quickly withdrew (as Mr. Bennert recognized when he recommended last 

September that they be dropped from the probe). Senators Cranston, Monc in i ,  
and Riegle, however, continued to press Mr. #eating's case. Eventually the 
government was forced to seize Lincoln anyway, at a bailout cost to taxpayers of 
$ 2 billion. 

But all of that was known already. The only significant information to come 
out of the hearings was evidence contradicting Senator Riegle's denial that he 
arranged the April 1987 meetings. Mr. Bennett is advising the committee to 
charge him with perjury. 

It may take months for the <Senate> io act on the committee's findings. But 
no matter what their colleagues decide, all the Keating senators-except 
Cranston, who is retiring-will be fat political targets when re-election time c 
OKleS. 

The two Keating senators with terms expiring in 1992 are the two most likely 
to be found not guilty, Glenn and McCain. Their exoneration, however, will not 
prevent tough reelection battles. Back home, both men carry negative ratings 
in the mid-50 per cent range, and numerous political foes are considering 
challenges. One interesting theory floating around town is that Glenn, should he 
believe his name has been cleared, may retire. However, more tarnish has 

recently obrtired the former astronaut's once glistening image, as Ohio 
newspapers have disclosed that he set up  a meeting between Mr. Keating and House 
Speaker Jim Wright in early 1988. 

Although neither DeConcini nor Riegle faces re-election until 1994, their 
future is likewise bleak, particularly if they receive more than a senatorial 
wrist-slap. DeConcini will "get life but not the death penalty," says one pundit 



with close D e m m t i c  ties, who says Riegle will receive a lesser but 
still-harsh punishment. Zkconcini; alreasy suffering from negative poll ratings, 
has been hurt further by petty attempts to release information embarrasing to 
McCain. As for Riegle, who weathered a sex scandal during a tight ‘1976 <Senate> 
race, his negative ratings are not as high, but the perjury allegations and his 
p r  performance at the hearings are bound to drive them up. 

If it winds u p  with only Demmats  officially trapped in a financial scandal, 
one would think that <Republicans> would attempt to make the Keating TRree a 
1992 campaign issue. Not necessarily. Despite the June 1989 resignations of 
Speaker Wright and Denlocratic Whip Tony Coelho over S&L-related activities, 
<Republicans> failed to mount any significant 1990 campaign effort to tar the 
Democrats with the corruption brush. ‘3f lirn Wright didn’t prompt a 40b 
attack, what will?” asks Charles Cook, editor of one of Washington’s most 

respected political newsletters. Indeed, Cook believes the Keating scandal, even 
if only &rnocrats are found guilty, will affect the institution of Congress more 
than either pa*. ”Something like this would probably hurt all ineumbgnts.” 

<Curt Anderson,> coalition director at the National <Republican> Senatorial 
Committee, says he and others in the <COPS ”are eager for it to become the 
Keating Three affair,” but admits to being “cynical about the party’s ability to 
use such themes effectively.” <GOP> campaigners charging fiscal hanky-panky by 
Democrats would almost certainly meet counterattack; involving the President’s 
san, Neil Bush, and the Silverado S&L mess. And waiting in the ethics 
committee’s batter’s box is Alfonse DAmato (R., N.Y.) who reportedly 
strong-armed HUD officials to steer grants and contracts toward his golitical 
allies. 

So even if the Gulf war ends in short order and the American people are ready 
to turn their attention back home, don’t look for this to turn out as anything 
but the Keating Fizzle. 
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<Republican> Party entered this election year hoping to hold its own in 
Congress, or maybe even improve its position somewhat. <Republican> hopes rested 
on some basic political arithmetic. It is an old axiom of political lore that 
the party in the White House gets clobbered in off-year elections. Old, yet 

LIKE SOME beach-front property owner struggling with a sea-wall, the 



misleading-for the clobbering unevenly distributed. Most of the great 
in-party debacles of the modem era-1938,1946,19sS,1966,1974-occurred in the 
sixth year of an eight-year cycle. After only two years in office, the party 
that holds the White House tends to lose modestly in Congress or even to gain a 

few &ate> seats, (The recession election of 1982 was an exception, from which 
the <Republican> contingent in the House has not yet recovered.) 

~Republicanv wanted badly to do  well this falf, in order to be in a good 
psi t ion for 1992. That election will ke the political equivalent of a Wall 
Street triple witching hour: it will be a presidential year; it will be the 
first election with the new congressional districtsbased on the 1990 census; 
and it is bound to be a year with a record number of open seats, since the grace 
period allowing congressmen to take their unspent campaign war chests with them 
into retirement will have expired. The cGOPs would dearly like to enter that 
e l d o n  at something better than a nadir. 

It was hard to imagine, finally, how the eRepublimn> position could erode 
much fixrther, at least as far as the House was concerned. The one good thing 
a b u t  hitting bottom is that there's no way to go but up. 

This was the oddsmaker's view of the election. As the campaign Season has 
progressed, the odds have been changed, as they always are, by the influence 
of issues. It looks, as of August, as if the <Republicans> could still pick up 
some ground, or at least not lose much. But the hope is uncertain, in part 
because the <Republicans> have undercut themselves. Ten months ago, the issue 

that had <Republicans> spooked like sheep under a helicopter was abortion. 
Marshall Coleman and Jim Courter, the party's gubernatorial candidates in 
Virginia and New Jersey, had fudged and fudged their anti-abortion records, and 
still they went down before the assault by the National Abortion Rights Action 
League WAUL). After years of saying that abortion belonged in the voting 
booths, not the courts, <Republicans> dirovered that the voters seemd to want 
to deepsix anti abortion candidates. The party had Seen the future and it  
looked like Lynn 'Martin and Claudine Schneider, the pro-abortion <Republican> 
representatives running for the <Senate> in Illinois and Rhode Island, 
respectively. Lee Atwater hastily pitched the big tent. 

The panic began to lift in April, when Pennsylvania's Democratic pro-life 
gcvernor, Robert Casey, turned back a pro-choice primary challenge. So did each 
of the pro-lifers in the Pennsylvania legislature that the NARALites had 
targeted. Equally important, Peg Luksick, a pro-life housewife from Harrisburg, 
made an under f inand ,  last-minute run in the cGOPS primary against Barbara 
Uafer, the handpicked pro-choice candidate, and managed to get 46 per cent of 
the vote. "he press downplayed the story, but the Beltway took note. The new 
conventional wisdom acknowledged that Coleman and Courter had lost because of 
their fudging, not their records. Opposing abortion was not necessarily 
life-threatening after all. "So long, silver bullet," wrote the Washington 
Post's Mark Shields. 

That doesn't mean that the party's waffling won't hurt it. Socially 
conservative Democrats like the Casey supporters in Pennsylvania-who usually 
don't have Democratic Caseys to vote for-may simply sit the election out. If the 
< G o b  as a whole projects an image that "abortion is not important to it," says 
Paul Weyrich of the Free Congress Foundation, "the conservative swing voter will 
think it's not worth it" to bestir himself. Some <Republicans> try to turn the 
prospect of a generally low turnout around by arguing that pro-life 
organizations should mobilize. "To the extent an ideologically focused group can 



get its people out" for pro-life 
<Republican Senate> Committee, "it will have more effect this year than it 
otherwise would." 

idates, says <Curt Anderson of the> 

e <COP'S> Silver Bullet t 
IFTHE <Republican> gun held a silver bullet coming into this campaign, it 

was taxes. The press had played the victory of California's Proposition 
111-apmpsal to raise money for highway improvement through a 
fivecent-per-gallon gas tax-as the end of the tax revolt, but this was 
premature. Colorado, lllinois, Nebraska, Oregon, and that old hotbed, 
Massachusetts, all have anti-tax measures on the ballot, some of them quite 
sweepingColorado's would require a direct popular vote on tax increases. And in 

New Jersey, Governor James Rorio's sweeping tax hikes have been met with 
ferocious resistance. All Proposition 111 proved was that voters were willing to 
raise specific levies for specific purpases. Resentment of property taxes and 
income !axes was still strong. Tapping into it was especially helpful for 
<Republican> social liberals like Lynn Martin, who needed a way to energize 
mnservative supporters. Then George Bush melted the bullet. <Republican> 
candidates responded with cries of, "George Who?" (Senatorial candidates cried 
it a little less vigorously, since they depend on George Who for those $25O,OOO 
fundraisers.) But the <Republicans'> rhetorical difficulties have become 
immense: "The President has matured on the tax issue,"Senator Democrat will 
say, "and in time you will too." <Republican> fundraising has also suffered, 
though the <Republican> National Committee will deny it vigorously. We've 
gotten fundraising pieces back with lips drawn on them," a gnome confided to me. 
Still, <Republicans> hope to get some mileage out of spending: if George Bush 
had a <Republican> Congress, 50 !he argument runs, we wouldn't have to talk 
about raising taxes. But, as Jude Wanniski points out, this old <Republican> 
strategy plays into an equally old Democratic one. "Democrats love to be Masted 
as spenders, because their constituents want money to be spent on them.'8 

SQL Bombshell 

THE POLlTKAL world i s  treating !he S&L bailout as if it were the silver 
fragmentation bomb. Incumbents are expected to be hurt by it whether or not they 
had ties to the industry. Congressmen with small majorities are especially 

endangered: Oregon <Republican> Denny Smi:h, for example, who beat state 
legislator Mike Kopetski by only 707 votes, pre-S&L, and who now must face 
Kopetski again; or the aging Ilinois Democrat Frank Annunzio, facing Walter 
Dudyez. But if the issue hurts all incumbents, and since more incumbents are 
Democrats, doesn't it benefit the <GOP?> Think again. Because of geerrymandering, 
notes Burton Pines of the Heritage Foundation, more House Deinocrats than House 
<Republicans> win with majorities in the 65 per cent range. "If there is an 
across-the-board, damn-theincumbents mood, it may hurt <Republicans> more, 
because of the smaller cushion," says Pines. "<Republicans> have to make the 
issue cronyism: No one came to us, because we didn't run the committees."The 
<Gob may yet conclude that it drove Jim Wright and Tony Coelho from off ie  a 
year early. Hence its efforts to re-Democratize the scandal by shrinking the 
Keating Five (which includes one <Republican> senator, John M a i n )  to the more 
egregious Keating Three (all Democrats-Alan Cranston, Dennis DeConcini, Donald 
Rieglenone of whom, however, is up this year). 

It is hard to point to <Senate> races where taxes have become a cutting 
issue. But the knives are out on abortion. The big race here is Iowa, where 
pro-life <Republican> Tom Tauke has drawn the battle lines clearly against the 

... 



Democratic incumbent Tom Harkin (see "Lazy Days, Busy PoIs,"NR, JuJy 23). Ditto 
in Michigan, where the challenger, Representative Bill Schmette, takes a hard 
line OR abortion, in sharp contrast to the incumbent, Democrat Carl Levin. The 
Nebraska Coalition for Life, which had previously supported Democratic incumbent 
James Exon, has switched to former Representative Hal Vaub, in part because of 
Exon's vote against judge Bork. In Kentucky, the Democratic challenger, Harvey 
Sloane, who converted to pro-abortion early this year, is having his commercials 
prepared by the same folks who flacksd for the Virginia victor, Douglas Wilders 
last year. But this time the <Republican,> incumbent Mitch McConnell, is mdy 
for the attack, if it comes. The <Republican> Party made a concerted effort lo 
recruit the strongest possible <Senate> candidates. Several representatives with 
safeish seats chose to try to step up. This affects the <GOPb House 
pmsgects, since four of themLynn Martin, Claudine Schneider, Tom Tauke, and 
Pahicia Saiki, the only <Republican> ever elected to the House from 
Hawaii-represent districts carried by Michael Dukakis and, thus, possible 
Democratic pickups. Several House contests are replays of races that resulted in 
MITOW Democratic victories in 19SPhilip Sharp (D.) v. Mike Pence (R.) in 
hdiana; Bill Hefner (D.) u. Ted Blanton (R.) and James Clarke (D.) v. Charles 
Taylor (R.) in North Carolina. Two freshmen, Jolene Unsoeld (D., Wash.) and 
Craig James (R., FIa.), won last time by less than a thousand votes, while Tommy 
Robinson carried his Arkansas district with a solid 83 per cent-though he has 

switched parties (Democratic to <Republican)> in the meantime. There will be a 
lot more such switches, 1 am told, if <Republicans> do well in the next few 
years. This is only about the eightieth time I've heard the story about the 
Switching Demomats, but I pass it along. as I would the latest Bigfoot 
sighting. 

The fact is, no one is going to be switching to anything if the <Republicans> 
can't gain the initiative now. Bush could still retrieve the tax issue, Pines 
suggested, by announcing. "'I put this on the table, and the Democrats haven't, 
done anything." Wanniski thinks Saddam Hussein might make a handy peg: the 
possibility of an oil shock means that "now everything has changed. Bush could 
ask Congress to dust off the capital-gains tax jn the faJa)l, that George Mitchell 
and Bill Bradley blocked. Either Mitchell would permit it, or not. If he d i d  
the tax-cutters would win the vote. If he didn't, we'd have a true Reagandut 
argument." It is even conceivable that the Gulf crisis itself could bcost 
<Republican> prospects, though foreign policy is traditionally remote from 
congressional politicking. 

relations with Iraq-a tense stalemate against a dug-in, powerful foe. Try to 
build a wall against that. 

In fact, Bush's future relations with Congress look much like his future 
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"E INSIDE-OUTSIDE B BOUT SEATING JUDGE BOW 

B(LINE: By Ronald Brownstein, Ronald Brownstein is a writer for the Natimal lournal. 

DATELINE: WASHINGTON 

BODY 
As prospeas for the Supreme Court confirmation of Judge Robert H. Bork 

collapse around them, the Adminis (ration and its conservative allies are 
already positioning themselves for a fractious "Who lost Bork?" debate if the 
nominee fails. 

white Houseaides have begun complaining - first privately and now in print - that the wnservative lobby groups are not pushing hard enough for Bork. "l 
thi&" said one senior White House aide, "some of the opponent goups are more 
committed to trying to sway public opinion than the proponents." 

Meanwhile, conservatives are complaining that White House Chief of Staff 
Howard H. Baker Jr. waited too long to launch Administration efforts for Bork, 
allowing liberal opponents to take an early initiative they never relinquished. 
While President Reagan vacationed in August, Bork's opponents were ready and 
"they really hit hard," admitted the White House aide. "It took us some time to 
get ourselves in a position where we were ready to respond." 

These complaints whizzing back and forth testify to the White House 
difficulty in coordinating two distinct elements of it5 campaign - the inside 
game of wooing Senators, and theoutside game of moving public opinion and 
activating their conservatjve base. The problem is both simple and intractable: 
Though the M i t e  House wants conservative social and religious g o u p s  to rally 
behind Bork, it fears their embrace will repel moderate senators who hold the 
key swing votes. 

Liberal groups worked fiercely to generate public mistance to the 
nomination - while trying to avoid becoming a target. They have succeeded on 
the first count, helping move public opinion against Bork. But their visibility 
has allowed <Senate Republicans> to score points in the inside game by attacking 
"special interests" opposing Bork. 

So on the eve of this week's expected <Senatr> Judiciary Committee vote, the 
White House and Borks <Senate opponents find themselves With a similar 
problem: both need their supporters' zeal, and both fear It. They are in this 
conundrum because the Bork battle ha5 no precedent. No one knows the rules for a 
Supreme Court nomination battle fought as if it were a national plebiscite 
because no one has ever run such a campaign before. Even the institutional 
lobbying surrounding President Richard M. Nixon's nominations of Clement F. 
bynsworth Jr. and G. Harrold Carswell - the last two Supreme Court nominees 
defeated - seems quaint next to the feral struggle over Bork. Nor have Reagan's 
other Supreme Court nominees fired such passions; only elevating William HI. 
Rehnquist to chief justice drew sustained opposition, mostly on the inside. 

7 think this is unprecedented, to use the media to help shape public opinion 
(on a Supreme Court nomination)," said Arthur J. Kropp, executive director of 
People for the American Way, a liberal lobbying group that last week completed 
a $725,000 media campaign against Bork. 

Almost from the day Bork was nominated, the White House has been unable to 
find a message that both advances its cause inside the <Senate> and excites its 
natural allies. When Bork was named, conservative leaders erupted with 
millennnjal py; Christian Voice, an evangelical organization, proclaimed that 



Bork's confirmation "may be o t chance. . . to ensure future decades w 
bring morality, godline& and justice back into focus'" 

But the congressional veterans gathered in the White House around Baker, a 
former <Senate> majority leader, initially saw that enthusiasm as a problem, not 
an asset. To their view, the right's portrayal of Bork as  the answer to its 
prayers only buttressed the left's portrayal of him as a conservative ideologue. 
Almost immediately, Baker's insiders decided that an ideologically p o l a ~ e d  
battle wouldn't get Bork through a Democratic &nates and they began to 
position him as a moderate. Surprisingly, conservatives tailored their public 
statements accordingly. 

But that was not an easy message to sell their supporters. Though 
conservative groups have produced piles of mail supporting Bork - winning the 
battle of the post card in many states - they were unable to raise the money 
for media campaigns comparable to those funded by his opponents. Bork supporters 
expected that role to be filled by a group called We the People, formed by 
California <Cap> consultant Bill Xoberts. Roberts figured to raise $2.5 million 
from Reagan loyalists for an advertising campaign in key swing states. But the 
big money never arrived and, so far, the group has only purchased print 
advertisements in Oregon and Massachusetts. 

In part, the fund-raising problems of Bork's supporters reflect the decline 
of the conservative financial base in the waning months of the Reagan era. But 
conservative activists argue persuasively that the White House strategy of 
selling Bork as a moderate accentuated their problems. 'They are just taking it 
too far, to the point where anybody can ask, 'Why are we getting excited about 
him?' " says <Curt Anderson,> president of Coalitions for America, an umbrella 
m w r v a  t i v e w  

Opponents, on the other hand, have had no trouble exciting people. The White 
House tactics left all the emotional arguments for the left. Even before Bork 
was nominated, liberal groups thoroughly researched his record and culled his 
most controversial views; as soon as Reagan tapped him they were ready with 
attacks ranging in tone from incendiary to apocalyptic. Because the White House 
strategy demanded that conservatives skirt such emotional issues as abortion, 
tttey were left to respond with civics-book arguments about Bork's 
qualifications. 

This disparity in tone - widened by the disparity in money - has enabled 
the opponents to control the public debate. But that victory may yet create 
problems on the inside, for many senators seem uncomfortable with vehement 
lobbying mer a judicial nomination. Repeated assertions by Sen. Orrin G. Hatch 
(R-Utah) and Sen. Alan K. Simpson (R-Wyo.) - that opposition to Bork reflects 
the power of special interest groups - clearly frightens some wavering 
senators. Several Judiciary Committee members have delivered self-conscious 
speeches insisting they won't be swayed by lobbying or the polls - they sound a 
little like Claude Rains discovering gambling at Rick's in "Casablanca." But in 
private, the senators are often just as  concerned that a vote against Bork will 
be seen as  weakness, not independence. 'There seems to be almost an overreaction 
to what happened to Walter Mondale in being perceived as  a captive of the 
special interests, and the feminists, and the gays, and the abortionists," said Kropp. 

Ironically, the White House has offered opponents the way out of that box. By 
repositioning Bork as a moderate, they gave senators a safe reason to vote 
against him: his unpredictability. Sanding the edges off of Bork was a 
textbook insider's move. It reflected Baker's instincts - his preference for 
discreet inside lobbying over noisy outside pressure -- as much a5 his vote 
count. Moderation may have been Bork's only chance for confirmation in this 
<Senate.> But so far these tactics seem to have lost votes. 



The Administration may still be hoping Reagan can win over enough senators. 
one by one, bo push Bork through. But after former Sen. Slade Gorton @-Wash.) 
was defeated last fall because he traded his vote on a judicial nomination, 
senators will be wary of cufthg deals on Bork. With the vote running against 
him, these next few weeks will test Baker's reputation as the master of the 
inside game. If his maneuvers fail to put Bork on the high court, get ready for 
the firestorm from the conservative outsiders who have never quite found a place 
in the White House strategy. 

GRAPHIC: Drawing, CATFERINE KANNER / for The Times 
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hen 1 slipped into the 

meeting ofPat Roben- From Inside 
A Special Report national leadership 

wn's Christian Coali- 
tiohf-ihou~ht I h e w  The Bat 

prepared for what I saw. beard and felt 
hi& Robcnsn's Virginia Beach, Va.. 
kadquanas for two chys in November 
during the aoad io Victory"CQlfemux 
and Soal~gy Briefmg. niation of the 1990s. 

7hehinoricLauisiaMgovsmor'sracc Signaling the importance of the 
was reaching its climax. Men and women Robemn Republicans, che keynote d- 
m d t d  mound ulnisions, auajiing rhe . g r e s s  was given by Vicc Resident Dan 
flccloral fa& of newNazi Rcpublican , . Quayle. Quayle had brushed aside re- 
David Duke. Although Pat Robertson de- quests rhac he mcel  be  speech because 
nounctd racism and Naziism 10 reponers Robemn's Founders Inn discriminates 
oulsik rhe conference. inside there were in hiring on the basis of religion-nly 
u p  expressions of suppan for Duke, born-again Christiansarcallowedlo work 
fromtheordinarymembcnhip to lhe lead- at the hotel. Ignoring the controversy. &e 
&p. (I saw only five blacks out of SO0 vice president spoke at an Inn banquet 
delegales.) For many lhcn was grim dis- hall, a stone's throw from Robenson's 
appojnbncnt at Duke's defeat. Christian Broadcasting Network (CBN) 

1 was also surprised u) KC a rapidly headquanm and a stroll 10 Regenr Uni- 
growing, lcchnafogically sophisticated vcrsity.ofwhich &e religious braadcaskr 
religio-political organization. built is chancellor. 
largely from Robwon's 1988 presidcn- Quaylc said we weregalhered lhalday 
tial campaign. Christian Coaliuon activ- bmuw he, the president and the Coali- 
is% IDC workingto take Over the Republi- tioa have shared vaiues of "failh. family. 
tan Party from the grassrools up. while and freedom"and thaitogetha we would 
eledng right-to-life conservative Qvir defeat'khe libera1s"md re-cleaBush He 
tian %publicans to public oflicc at all sajdthefirs:stepis:~"nake i992heytar 
levels. They view Gcorge Bush and "cs- ofpro-familyvalues." Other pany leadm 
lablishment" Republicans 3s their princi- speaking or present included Sen. Jesse 
pal opponcnls and believe themselves di- Helms (R-N.C.). Rep. Guy Vander Jagt 
ainely appoinu8 10 take power and rule (R.Mich.), Rep. Roben K. Dornan (r9- 
the United Sum. ; OIif.)andRep. WilliamDannemeyer(R- 

Idx, heard Coalition leaders gletfully ' Calif.), as well as Christian Right kadm 
describe-from the padium--politi~al * Phyllis Schlafly. Gary Bauer and Chris- 
a i v i t i a  m art d w l y  unethical. if nol i dan Reconstructionisl author George 

Much of Qe Virginia Beach canfa- 
mcc consisled of "how to" pnsenlations 
onthcmeJlanicsofelectoralandintemal 
Republican Party po;itics. One sasion 
was divided into regional briefings on 
how u) become delegates ta rhe Republi- 

illegal. I G?anL Founded in Odober 1989. the Cali- 
tim now claims 150.000 members aud 
210 local chapters in 36 states. Many 
"members" arc just &a mail conuibu- 
@E. Ncvenhelas, it is quickly hcuming 
Ux major Religious Right political orga- 

can National Convention. Then was a 
single cawus for how 10 become a del- 
egate @ &e Demoaalic Cmvention, but 
RO one came. 

At this gathering. I qUkkly !CarIIecf, a 
denunciation of %e liberals" usually is- 
fmed to George Bush, California Gov. 
Pete Wilson and b e  Republican National 
Committee. T h e  far lefi" meant Le 
Democratic Party. 

One pmel litled "Timing out the 
Oninian Vote in 1992" preunleb (WO 

field-testedeleciion laCIiC5: vow identi& 
cation ("voter ID-) programs and "voters' 
guides." 

"We don't have 10 worry about ear- 
vincing a rnajorily of Americans to agree 
with US," declared=Ixlgen, the --- Coalition's national field -. . director. "Most 
o h r n  are siayng home and watching 
'Falcon Crra.'" 

Even in a high m - o m  presidential 
elcuion year. Rodgcrs explained.only 15 
percent of the eligible vows demnine 
the ouuamc. Of all eligible adults. only 
about 60 pefmnl are actually regisled 
Only half of thox cast ballots. 'So," k 
mntinued,"only SOpercentoflhe eligiile 
voters actually vote. Therefore. d y  15 
perm2 of thr eligible vows de- 
the ouwme. 

"In low turnat clcaians." hc caw 
cludad. "city council. SDtf k?gisbune. 
county commissions-fiie perceiiiage of 
the eligible vows who delermines who 
wins can be as low as 6 or 7 prrocnt." 

The Coalition's imaginative r x e n n i ~  
direc,ror, ,,Ralph Reed, describes the 

"lgroup'r volerrnobili~tionpro~m.gramatifil 
were a c o v ~  military operation: "J WWI 
10 bc invisible," he told one rcponer. "1 da 
guerilla warfarcipaintmyface anduo~el 

Frederid Clnrkson is an inws figo fiw 
jolrmalist based in WmhingroR D.C. 
whojiepuenlly writes obour Ihe Rel ig iw 
Righl. 



at night You don't know it'& over until 
you're in a body bag. You don't h o w  
u t i 1  e l d m  night" 

By this standard, eleaion night in No- 
mtm was a body bag bonanza for the 
Robcnson Right Is they todc seven scats 
fm State Senare and House of Delegates 
hoa! Ilu Virginia Beach m a .  Onc recm 
RegemLJniverbtygfadte&feakda20- 
ycar i n a m h a  Drmocrat. 

gmn, Reed explained that volunteers 
would telephone into prc-selcacd pre- 
cinclr and say "I'm taking an h f o d  
sun*y"forlhe Qui& Coalition. Then, 
foa quick qucnions: Did you vote for 
Dulcakib ob Busb? k c  you a Republican 
or a Dmomt? 
If they ansl~nd. 'Dukakis. Dane 

mt' that was the end of the survey." 
laughed Reed. 'We didn't men write 
tbnn down We don't want to communi- 
cate wivilh than. We don't even wan1 them 
lo know &en's an election going 00. I'm 
serious. Ws don't want them to know." 

The third questim if respondents got 
that far, was do you favor resuictions on 
abonion? And finally. what is the mm 
impOnant issue facing Virginia Beach? 

The Coalition w d  the dau LO mate a 
compum file oa each voter. with s w e y  
lmnvmcodedaccordingto43"issucbur- 
dens."TheID'd wten would thrnmyste- 
riously receive a letter from the 
Coalition's candidate: Computer-gcncr- 
ated, kxr-printed and inditidually mi- 
lored & one's "issue burden"dime, 
eduratig uafiic, E~C. If the vom hap 
penedto&prcxhoice.thhc l e ~ ~ ~ o u l d n ' t  
mention abortion '1'11 take Ihe votes of 
the p.xwbnion Republicans" &get anti- 
abonion KcpublicMs in, Reed admitted. 
In fm, Reed said only 28 percent of his 
targeted votns identified lhemselves BS 
mtitbofiian 

Thissi~lsarignificantohifthomthc 
I gmdiose Christian Right notion of a 
w majorilyn ?he Roberum faces 
are 8 %U.conscious minority seeking 1 pow0 ~ o u g h  rmaR utilization ofpoliti- 

tions of demaapcy. 
Reed Said one D e m m  a m p l e d  & 

make an issue of Pat Robemon's conui- 
butions 10 political candidates. "But 

mscriimg the group's vow ID pro- 

: d campaim ledylology and the &tu- 

people didn't care if Pat RoberWm had 
given money to anyonc." Reed gloated. 
"They wanted better roads, ctc .... We 
bm it. He didn't. We won. He lost. It's 
that simple." 

Amidst the braggadocio about clever 
taaics, a'Christian"variecy ofdiny poli- 
tics sometimes showed. On the morning 
of the Virginia Beach election, Reed per- 
sonally went to Ihe largest precinct and 
told voms hc was wilh an "independent, 
outside organization" unconnected to ei- 
ther campaign, doing exii polling for 
"later braadcast." The Republican was 
iosjng, so Coalition activists called every- 

whkh are usually biased comparisons of 
candidate views or records. Thc Qvistizol 
Coalition of FIorida dinrjbutrd 1 3  mil- 
lion of them in 1990, primarily by ship- 
pingthcm inbacchesofabout 300104.000 
churches selecud from a purchased list of 
1 I.OO0. (coalition auivisu also obtained 
church membership lists and cross-refer- 
enccd ahem against lists o f n g i m d  &- 
publicans as pan of o voter ID pmjea m 
mml Florida.) 

During the Virginia Beach pthaing, 
Ralph Reed cold an inside story from the 
1990 US. Senale raw in N W  Carolina 
HelmscalledPat Robensonawe& kfm 

one on lheir precinct list and goi their 
candidate down to the polling place ta 
greet voters. Ultimately. he won. 
Red cried toexplain howthehlitioii 

could do such panisan work. HC ex- 
plained:"Wc alsocontrol the SecondDis- 
rricf Republican Pany. So many of our 
people who were doing this voter wTc 
slso (Republican) precinct captains .... So 
if they shared some of this voter ID 
information..we really didn't care." Pn- 
sonifying this political incestuousness is 
PatRobensan's son Gordon.wbo is sme- 
uuy treasurer of the Coalition and also 
Republican chairman in Virginia's Scc- 
ond Congressional Disuia. 

The~herwingoftheCoalition'sarat- 
egy for 1 992 is the IISC of "voter gui&s"- 

theelection mask forklp.Rcednponed. 
"I had EWSS to the inlunal Uacking, md 
1 know [Hdms] was down by 8 points. So 
Pat called me up and said, 'We'vt got 10 
kick into action.' Bottom line is...fiuc 
days lata we put three quanen of P mil- 
lion voters' guides in churches across the 
sote of Nonh Carolina and ksx Helms 
was re-elected by 100.OOOvoles~of22 
million cast." "We" said ReeQalsorl~de 
over 30,000 phone calls. 

Unlike FIorida. the North Caroha 
Coalition aaivists vied to voter 
guidcsintochurchbulleti~onthe Sun* 
Worn the election. Wherc that failed. 
they leafletted at arefully c h m  Fpors 
just ouside church prking lots. The 
press had no idea wfiat we were doh%- 



pddcd CC's Southern Regional Director . Judy Hapes, "and they d l  don'l h o w  
w h t  we did. But it worked." 

atat Wition is expecting a similar 
impsamNorthCarolina in 1992. Haynes 
aganiud a mecling Ian csctobep. and 
acmrdingmReed,'M five senace mdi- 
dates. mutowd andunannounce4came 
to meet with our key comly cmrdina- 
loa" A1I were Republicans. of come; 
Sa TW Sanford, the Dana~ra t i~  in- 
rnh( is k target. 

+he Chstian Coalition claims it is an 
'issues-oriented" organization of 
"Evanplidr. pro-family Catholics and 
theirallies"wvorkingu,'revcrw~moral acd myself a paflyfirst guy"- y McCormack, one of 
&~ineinAmmcaandreamrmournodl~ tudewhich he believes has"nointeeritv." 

way. Said Anderson. "b is really impor funded by millions ofdollars from CEN- 

Mr. Hnschenscm." When the IRS began investigatingfhe 
ouncil, Robertson shut i t  Observed Ralph Reed. "I wanna 

ns o f n e  Freedom bun- 

- -  
kritage." Bm at the November meeting 
there was liule talk about issues. This  
c~nfcrcnce u a ~  devoted to electoral poli- 
tics, the mechanics of laking over the 
Republican Pany and CQalition chapter 
develapmcn~ 

Fomr Reagan White House Domes- 
tic Policy chief (and now head of James 
Dobson's Family Research Council~Gay 
B a q  said, Wviously this confek&i'is 

%tu phe 1992 elections." And the reason 
this and d e r  elections are impomt. he 
added, is becaw are engaged in a 
wdal, political and cultural civil war." 

Tl~raeemanbnsofthc RepublicanNa- 
t i d  Commiucc explained hehowsand 
whys of becoming an RNC member. One 
CoaJiticm leader told me lhat he expens a 
conservative Christian majority on the 
RNC in the next few years. 

Several speakers swessed &at it is time 
tostop thinkinglikeoutsider sandbeginto 
be insiden invrcsvd in power and gover- 
rime. Thjs dynamic was played out in an 
inkresing way when sympathetic staff 
from the Republican House and Senate 
~~igncommitleesaddressedIhegarh- 
erinE. 

Thc pany is supposed to be neutral in 
panypri'marjcs-cspeciallywhm there is 
a Republican incurnbmt. However, Cun 
Anderson of the National Republican 
Senatorial Committee warned againsi 
"pmfamiiy-candidates splitting the vole 
mGOPpTimarieswhnemoderavRepub- 
Iim are also running. In California, 
where Ikrnocrat Alan Cranston is retip- 
in& a Republican primary fight is under 

- - .  
Meanwhile, rhr complici!y between 

the Republican Pmy. individual candi- 
dates and the Christian Coalition m y  be ,' creating violations of the Coalition's (ax 

1 natus. As a 50l(c)(4) organizralion under 
I the Internal Revenue Service Code, the 

Coalition is  non-profit and tax-exempt. 
alrhougbdonalionsioiiarenoidcductible 
by contributors. It can do things like lobby 
on legislation, produce voter guides and 
wage otha political activities. 

IRS regulations about candidate en- 
dorsements are somcwhai ambiguous, but 
they clearly forbid a 50l(cX4) organiza- 
tiontohave partisan politicsasits primary 
underlaking. OnelRSofficial told Church 
d Sfde  that panisan politicking may not 
exceed 49 percent of the group's cndcav- 
ors. If my experience at the Virginia 
Beach meeting is any indicztion, panisan 
political activities clearly constitute al- 
mostallof~eChrisiia-.Coaliiion'sw~r~. 

Playing fast rob ! m e  wih  the IRS 
mles go1 a similar Robenson group in 
trouble a few years ago. According to 
1987 repom by The Washington Pos! and 
syndicated columnist Michael McManus. 
RobensanpowedsomeS8.5million from 

i his Christian Broadcaaing Network intoa 
I group called The Freedom Council during I the 1980s. The Council osmsibly sought 
' 10 mobilize "Christians" into politics. 
However. several former Council execu- 
tives now admit that it fronted for Robm- 
son's electoral ambitions. 

7ha Posr reponed that among many 
actions of dubious legality. Robetison 
"used hem-exempt Freedom Council- 

Robnwn's closes! political associates 
and the Coalition's state director in Loui- 
siana. One of the firs! people Robenson 
recruited for the Council. McComck 
sewed as a regional coordinator. He 
played a similar role in the R o b e m  
presidential bid. 

McCormack invoduced R o b e m  01 
the Christian Coalition's closing banqun 
in November. He said h t  in the two 
ceniuries since Washingtonandlefferson, 
"The forces of evil have coalesced. 
They've formed a mighty tide of n p  
proaching desuuction. Providcnfially, 
God has raised up (another) man from 
Virginia to lead Americainthe rediscov- 
ery of its soul." 

McCormack also epitomizes the 
Coalition's hidden Duke dimension. A 
Duke for Governor campaign spokesman 
claimed rheircandida:e had the support or 
che Coalition's Louisiana affiliate. Sate 
lcader McComack declined to commmt 
at the time, but informed sou~ces havelcld 
me he was prevented from making a for- 
mal endorsement only by last-minute 
am-twisting by other Robmwn sl~ies. 

Thus, it is important to notc &at, E- 
cording to a Nm York Times poll, Du.ke 
received sevctl out Of ten votes a d  by 
while evangelicals in the Louisiana 
governor's race. Now that Duke is nm- 
ning in the Republicarrpresiden~ialprirm- 
ries, newjy unclosetcd Duke mupponnr 
may merge from thc Coalition. 

Robenson himself. usually smilingly 
avuncular, displayed a terrifying. pan- 
noid and messianic vision ofcunenl and 
future evenlsduringa banquet speechhi1 



v 

wasgrectedwirhchemandnandingova- 
tions fiam the assorted Christian Ccali- 
tjm sd:isu. Auacking "humanism" as 
commlmirm's 'sista." he claimed that 
~merica is d e r  assault from its own 
Itadm. 

'When the failed monstrosify of 
Russh..went down. so did the so-called 
elites of rhc Wniod Slaw," he declared. 
m y  jun don't h o w  it yet." 

A financial collapse in thc Soviet 
Union that will area thercn ofthc world 
is imnahcn~ Roberrson Said, 'And while 
this is going on, M arc hcaring noises 
mbut a New World Order." He claimed 
that the 'United Nations is going IO rule 
h e  worl b..W c're 10 cede the sovcrcignty 
of America to this organization. One 
world tzumncy. One world army. One 
world corn systrm, very possibly. And it 
an happen overnight. 

'The elim," Robenson said, "have 
tamed against ~ h e m l v e s  and have tried 
to destroy tbe very sodety fiom which 

they drew their nunure. The academic 
elites, h e  money elites and h e  govem- 
menc elius, w e d  on their own society. 
And into tha~ void N p s  m organization 
called rhe Christian Coalilion." 

Robemon envisions the Coalition ar- 
rayed against %mic foxes." saying. 
"We are not coming up againstjusthuinan 
beings IO beat them in elections. We're 
going 10 be coming up against spiritual 
warfare. And if we*re not aware of what 
we're lighting, wr will lose." 

Roberwn m d k d  UcConnack wirh 
calling on him to form the Coalition from 
theRobmson forccs'prectdingvenIurco. 
len the timeand money they hadinveslcd, 
%e for naught" Remarked Robatson. 
"He said here are people by the hundreds 
of thourands around h e  counq who arc 
waiting IO mlly to leadership. And I said. 
'Well. Billy. 1'1) pray about i t '  And as I 
did, it was clear that what he said was 

What doesall thismean?TheQuistian 
right." 

Coalition provides a militantly sectar- 
ian-mly Chrinians of the "right" son 

'are welcome-political vehicle for 
Robenson and his allies. It also provides a 
convenicnt, if unstable. umbrella poup 
fop a suange range of opinion. It is home 
not only to wains of badr-ro-the-Bibk 
social consetvatism but also fie enter- 
prise (men libertarian) ecmomics urd a 

The Coalition is held togetha by 
agrement on B few issues. sharinnatic 
leaders likeRobensonandRecd.anindu- 
sive grassroars strafrgy and Perjaiic de- 
nunciations of "The Evil b~." wbo. of 
course, is represented by the group's en- 
mies, from "Teddy Kennedyw IO George 
Bush. 

Despitethe Oxlitim'sstrengh, itiss 
volatile mix that is catain IO make 199.2 
much more interesting, and djstmbin& 
ahan the conventional wisdom is nady 10 
believe. 

Believe. 0 

! kind of nativist fascism 

F CHURCH AN5 STATE 
6 Your Voice in fbe Baffle fo Preserve 
Rel@ious I! ibem 
Amerlcsm Unlted, 
0 Defendsthe constitutional r i ~ h t ~  of c8hensand 
taxpayers and the independence 09 religious Institutions. 
* Provides expert testimony for Congress and state 
kpislatures. 
* FQhtsrhreats 10 church-state separation In the courts. 
0 Publishes Church & State. !he award-win 
journal of church-state news and analysis. 
tb the caupon to help support thls 

D Yes. I'd like fo join Americans United. 
Enclosed are my membership dues of 

D I'm already a supporter of Americans 
United. but I want to do more. Enclosed 
is my contribution of 

lnporlanf work 

Send your contribution to: 
Americans Unlted 
8120 Fenlon Wet I JW I ISSO I 1900 [ IS- Sibw Spilnp, HQ 209lO 
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mves oi about 40 nationa~ ginups at 
his n w  Capitol Mill television studio 
Z&esday evening for 8 cable TV 
hookup by satellite with state and 
locsl political conservatiws in 20 
ommunitiu from COBS to caast 
"'Xl~ey're netion meetingap Mr. 

Weyrich said. The monthly telecon- 
ferences featuring members of Con- 
grers and other Right-arienied lead- 
ers are intended to orchestrate 
pressure on Congress and the ad- 
minisfpation on social and cultural 
issugs, he said 

On ntesday, the groups heard 
from: 

0 Sea bmy Craig, Idaho Repub- 
lican on his alternative proposal 10 
mandatory parend-leave legisla- 
tion being pushed by congressional 
Democrats. 

*Rep. John Duncan, lknnesyx 
Reaubhcen.onhisbill toexcludem- agendas. buz by meeting in t h e m e  continutd a& a few umgnuns. 
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When P2t Buchanan, echoed by a Christian Right chorus, 
declared ”religious war” at the Republican National Conven- 
tion, there were those who shrugged off lhe announcement 8s 

the last irrelevant gasp of a moribund movement. The scof- 
fers failed to recognize the battle cry of a serious political 
organization which has been quietly and synematically or- 
&aniring horn the grassroots up. The Christian Right, led by 
klevangelist Pat Robertson’s Christian Coalition,now stands 
at :be threshold of major political power in the United States. 

In large part, the media and political pros dismissed 
Robertson’s declaration because they could dismiss the 
power of the messenger himself, and in that assessment For the Inst few years, Christian Right leaders have k n  
they were partially comc!. plotting a new strategy. They 
Where they erred, however. was have discarded the risky strategy 
in focusing on rhc cult of lone that a president they suppried 
demagogues and television The ChriSfian Right now Stands d the will stack the political deck in 
preachers-to the exclusion of &&gQ&j o$majorpobiticgalpow~p. their bvor. Instead, #bey Bate 
politicsloperetions.Thus,theex- built grassroots political or- 
wits were lookina in the wrong ganizations drawn from CODW- 

valive cvangeIical churches. From fibis base, they me creelhg 
and mobilizing R disciplined voting bloc and hand-piddng 
canddaees for local and ultimately higher offices. A major 
stepping stone to national control-thc tekcover of the Re- 
publican Paiiy by 1996is now within sight. Using a towlr- 
by-town, county-by-county strategy. the Christian Right 
controls about a dozen Republican State Committees, indud- 
in& in Texas, Louisiana, Virginia, Hawaii, Washington, Kim- 

who calculate policy baxd on clout, understood that flaw in 
the top-heavy architecture of the Christian Right and WUC 
able lo ignore much of its agenda during the Reagan-Busb 
years. Reagan and Bush, for example. paid lip service to a 
constitulional amendment for school prayer, k t  never 
pushed it. Supreme Court appointwenls norwiths!andilag. 
abortion is slill a constitutional right, albeit circumsnikd 

The Christian Right feels cheated by the Republicanprai- 
dents it helped elecl and swcais il won’t be fooled a$&n 

From Ho!Xi?on to ~‘;ShhJBTl 

I 

I 

I - 
direction andmisscdthemain story: real political power. 

In rbc 19BOs, the politics of lerry Falwell and his big-ego 
9elCVpngCliSt colleagucr such as Jim Bauer and Jimmy 
Swaggan resfed largely OD media exposure, and kompara- 
tively little on organization. National political operarivw, 

Kate Comeil hulic- faion, when wl invMigning IIK Rctigiour Ri@. 
Photo: David Valda, while House. Dede Roknroh Billy McGrmaCa (IT 
Dpmive of David Duke), F’midcni Gauge Bush PaI Robenroh Ralph Reul. 
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~ J O W ~ '  Florida, Alaska and Ari Io~ety contest- Kogers explarnco DO cry.".. ."" ."--. r-. ..-.Y"...,-' 
ing control of the California GOP? 
fiiorado, the Carolinas, snd Mimes 

unprecedented in its importance, allbough tberesultsseemed 

aking gains in Only about 60 pice  those eligible me nctually reg- 
dentid year "only 30 percent of 

n e  role of the Christian Right in the 1992 elections was I the eligible voaers actually vote. Therefore 15 percent ofthe 
' istercd, and even in 

; eligible voters determine the o~tcomt ."~  
* , 

&ed in tbe final tallies. Tbe Coalition 
daims credit, probably rightly, for help 
ing to reeled &MI02 N f O n S e  D ' h a t O  
(R-N.Y.), .ad for e ld ing  Senetor LBucb 
Faircloth (R-N.C). It failed, however, to 
unseat Senator Daniel Inouye (D-Ha- 
waii). Tbc Christian Right's momentum 
WIU stalled in San Diego. Califoraia. 
wheic two-thirds of ils Po local can- 
&dates lost. with half of the 12 CM- 
didata for stale assembly, includingthc 
greet Right hope, Steve Baldwin going 
dawn IO defeat. e R i R i a t -  .. - ~ 

hacked Senate candidate Bruce Herkh- 
ensohn also lost a close race bo Barbara 
Boxer, a San Francisco liberal. 

On state ballor initiatives, results 
were also mixcd. Tbe Coalition lost an 
anti-gay initiative in Oregon and was 
defeated two to one on a Draconian anti- 
abortion initiative in Arizona. ?Be group 

feat of a "death with dignity" initiative 
io California and an equal rights amend- 
ment in Iowa. At this writing, it is uu- 
dear bow well the Christian Right did in 
tbc state and local races that were their 
main focus. It is higNy likely. however, 
that there were many Chrisiart Right 
activists elected to scbool boards all 
over the country. This target is especial- 
l y  important because the takeover of 
school boards Md other local institu- 
tions, BS well as the domination of locnl 
Republican Party structures, will be 
their focus for the next few years. 
Bush's defeat is seen by the Christian 

Right BS an opportunity to step in and 
xcstructure the decauitatcd Reuublican 

did, howWeI, S U ~ S S f U I I y  back the de- 

Farther down the electoral ladder, 
from federal to sate  to local raceq the 
percentage of voter panicipation de- 
creases to a point where six or seven 
percent of eligible voters can detcr- 
mine #be oulmrnc. 

The mathematics of power is cspe- 
cially favorable in local party primar- 
ies. o aitical target of the Christian 
Right's new game plan. If it can mobi- 
lize an extra few percent of voters in 
these tiadtionally low turnout races, 
it can win the party nomination, even 
againa incumbents. In districts where 
Republicans dominate, simply taking 
the nomination can be tantamount to 
victory. 

The same method appliesfor taking 
over Republican Parry structures. 
Elections for party posts are often held 
simultaneously with party primaries. 
The Chrisljan Righ! runs a slate, me- 
tbodically turns out its devotees in 
sleepy primaries. ond takes control. 

Dlallng for Voters 
Since its 1989 formation, Pat Ro- 

bertson's Christian Coalition has been 
refining techniques for turning out &e 
chosen few vokrs. Incorporating the 
remnants of Robertson's 1888 presi- 
dential ion and niailing lists from his 
CIirisfian Broadcasting NeIwork TV 

t ~ ~ k - ~ n - v -  cnipirr,IheCoalitio~hasgr~wnrapid- 
ly and now claims over 500 chapters 
in 49 State 

Many pWpl@ dldnY like P6t BUChsfian'S 
Speech (0 the RepUblkm C C h  JnuOn. and 250,0(~0 memb 
0R P r o b W  swnded bar inthe sdgliml +;is,ie;rRiat 
G~rman,. wrote columnlrt Molly Iwlnr. pilot project in San Diego.Calif. Inthe 

lune 1990 rnimarics, it m i n d  control 
Party in its own ima& and to pkpare for the 1994 and 1996 
elcdiolL& 

Exploltlng Apathy: The 15 Percent MaJorlty 
"We don't have 10 worry aboul convincing a majority of 

Americanslo agree with us,"saidGuyRogcn.NationalField 
Director for the Christian Coalilion. "Most of them are stay- 
ing home and watching Falcon Crest.'' In November 9991, 

1. Frufcrick C J m t m ,  'Imide Ibc Coven Coalilioq- church & Siaorr. 
VWcmbul992 

over tbe coun!y GOP, 4 and then &ietIy fielded90candidates 
for such local ofices os school board, hospital board, and 
town council. In what has been dubbed the 'San Diego 
surprise," 60 Coalition-backed candidates won office in low- I turnout races, in multi-candida8e fields. n e y  were oflen 
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the media. Coalition Soutbem Re@ 
ieaor Judy Hsynes said of the Hdms cam- 
pdgn: T h e  prcss had no idea what we were 
doin and they rtill don't know what we 
did." fi 

Dhflelone on the Falght 
Through this combination of centralized 

planning and grassroots organizing, \he 
Christian Right hap& to work the same for- 
mule on the 1592 elmion. The Coalition 
promised $0 djmibte 40 million Bushl 
Clinton presidential voter guides beginning 
in mid.October. with congressional candi- 
dates compared on the back. I .. . . .  

I i,; ,f- Such &ert support for Bush side,  eon- 
.. ~ 

8 :  
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- 

.. 

.. 

servative fury at the Republican establish- 
ment has created deep tensions within the 
Party. In September 1992, seeking pivotal 
reelection support. Bush addressed the 
Christian Coalition's national strategy can- 
ference. Tbe nexi morning, in a closed ses- 
sion, Paul Weyrich, President of the Free 
Congr>s Foundation and leading Christian 
Right strategist, blasted the Republican es- 
tablishment. "You know, I'm not against 
havinathese ralli es... [with] candidates com- Operation Roscoe trim lo ward off precholcs sctlvlete In Wlllwaukro, lW2 - - .  
ing and presenting themselv es.... I support 
[Bush]. I'II vole for him. But Jet's not have any illusions 
about what all of this is about. They wouldn't be caught dead 
with us under other circumsfances. And the only reason they 
mme hue  is because they're in trouble - a n d  we bail them 
out-nnd then they turn their back 
on us and give us nothing in return! 
And we can no longer stand for 
it!" be shouted and w a  answered 
with a loud, long ovation. 

Significant'y* Wcy'ich *lS0 
spoke of an imponmi new com- 

program, callers to en 800 number converse with boas WCy- 
rich, Michael Schwarlz, and pests." Although the system 
will take time to implement and is expensive to hook irplo, 
local subscribers we getting rady. The Pcmsylvania Chris- 

tian Coalition, for example. in- 
lends to produce its own program 
by January 1993. Meanwhile. 
Weyrich's show, "Family Forum 

methodically turns out its devotees ita Live" will "pafl,of the [Pa- 
sylverlia Coalition's] monthiy sleepy primaries, andtukes cuntroL mtel!ng faat  ill chanig *e 

Chddh2P2 Right runs a 
10 . 

ponent of the-Christian Coali- 
tion's political arscnal-Naiiona! 
Empowerment Television (NET). He announced Ralph 
Redsascension to NET'S board, which is chaired by former 
Seuetary of Educaf;o;lq"lilliam Bennett.%md by the 
Free Congress Foundation and Coalitions for America, NET 
is an interndive dosed-circuit satellife program. which p r o  
sen& an unfiliered conservative message and issuemarching 
orders lo conservative activists around the country. The tech- 
nology links national leaders with grassroots organizers and 
ruppoflcrs, nnd allows state-wide or even national tclecon- 
fnences.The organization can almost instantaneously mobi- 
lizc key leaders for lobbying and on other mattm. On one 

rection of our country.nu -J 

Covert Colsllfion 
If the Christian Coalition's campaign resembles a so@- 

ticated markelinglpublic relations csirpaign, it also contains 
elements of wvert operations. Coalition Executive Director 
Ralph Reed makes local palitics sound like Vi aetnam. 
1 want io be invisible." the wmchai? warrior told one 

eporter. '1 paint my face andtravel at night. You don't h o w  
6 over until you're in a body bag. You d011.t h o w  until 
eaion laigh~"'~ 

11. David Grrgcn. "Ibc Dmm of LkUi lc  Pcdilia," US. Nma & W d  

12 P a u y h i a  ChriniDn Cwlilion Covnry A c I U ~  Phn. dum%& I 

13. Mark O'Kcefc. "Robertson's Phone GQS b m d  M COP." EP- 

Repor4 May 4.1992. 

Scpicmbcr Road IO Viaory Conhence. Atlanta. Gfsrgir 

&ian.PilOr(Norfo1k), Novcmber9.1991. 



job descripuon IUI n U C ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ , . ~ .  -.,. 
n u 4  dixouragcs pursuing lhe job, k- 
s are too "liberal." 

Other Christian Right group such as Citizens for &xccl- 
llencc in Education (CEE) and the Traditional Values Coali- 
\tion, are actively using similar tactics in electoral cpmp.ip 
- around the US. "We have a plan to lake our entire rbumjon 
system back and put if in God's Bands," intones CEE &si-  
dent Roben Simonds. "And the way we are going to do it, is 
to take control of every school board in America." Simonds 
also says t L t  ciPil governmen1 should function as I h s  police 
dcparnmeot wjihin the Kingdom of God."" 

Read My bl 
Since the ascent of Ronald Reagan, the Christian Right hss 

formed a strange and uneasy alliance within the Republican 
Pany. As a recent fundraising proposal from Lou Sheldon, 
chair of the California-based naditional Values C~alidou, 
obtained by Cowr&Acfh, makes clear. these nvowsdy 
"non-partisan" organizations are ncck deep in party politic$. 
' n i s  proposal." it opens, "rcprcsents five main facets bo 
extract volunteers and votes from the Evangelicol Ckistim 
community for Bruce Herschensohn." Herschertsoha b I 
right-wing California Republican who narrowly lost his bid 
for the US. Senale this November. The proposal goes on to 
discuss generating 'foot soldiers" for Herschcnsohn.'6 

Despite i ts  lip service lo nonpsrtisanship, the Christian 
Coalition has targeted Khc GOP as ia earthly vessel. The 

money flows back and fonb be- 

provisional SOI (cl(4) non-profit tax statusand its *extcn~hrr 
firiarrclal and plitiwl ties to thc national and 1 0 4  RcpuM 
a n  Fafiy." An IRS spokesperson told Che Warhingrcn Pc 
that financing political parties. or involvemcnl in intern 
pany business i s  out of bound:. 'Certainly," he raid, 'tr 
would feel that providing money to a particular party 
equivalenl 80 providing it to B candidate,,,, la our via 
poli!ical pny activities are clearly campaign interventit 
nclivity only slightly removed from the campaigl~"'' 

The flow of ideas is even more problcmaiic. M a y  co1 
venlional Repub',lcmi disagree with !he Chridirn Right c 
everything from religious ~olerance. to abortion, lo g 

15. Frrdcfick Ciarlrrog 'Oristian Reich?."Morhcrlonrt, NwanberlI 
Ecmkr1991;So~LNarario.'~~duVowstoPuiCodBsklnloSshc 
Usiog Local Elections." WoIISnee~Jwmol, lay 15,1992- 

16. Lou She)don.Grammh Oureach R r o g m n r f i ~ l  h e n ,  19 
17. Michael Isitoff, "Chrirrian Coalition Sepr Boldly inlo PdiIio: Uf8 

h g m f o s c  September IO. 1% 

Number 

t The Christian Coalition is different from ns pre- 
decessors on the Religious Right. 
0 R has drawn a large new batch of voters from the 

hlstoricalfy apolitical &ntecostal churches. 
The Coalition is shaping them into a far more 
disciplined wting bloc than has  pr&DU.§b existed. 
A key goal is to create a permanent pollical Opera- 
b[on-mt one just geared lu tha sledion cyde. 
The organization is effectively using sophisticated 
coinpuler technology to maximhe its Impact. Since 
the Christian Right is at least a small minority of 
potential voters almost everywhere. the leadership 
must eccorateiy Identify and turn out nS own people 
8s well tps those who can  be fooled into voting bop 
Its ajnddates. 
The CoaMion combines grassroots organizing with 
careful, centralized planning. 

It knot surprising. that from Sari Diego toVirginiaBcach, 
the Christian Coalition's formula has been called "stealth 
~dics.' In faa, the Coalition seems to become more covert 
in direct proportion to the degree of controversy it generates. 
Perbam bccause tbe Republjcan 
Natiinal Convention generated 
such negative public and press re- 
adon, Reed and R O b t I t S 0 5  have 
refused interview requests from 

tween- !he two organizations. PB 
October 1990. for example, the 

"paint my.face a d  t r a d &  night. J! National Republican SeQ8tOrid 
; Commitrec gave $be Codition YOU don '2 know it's over until 

C ~ l i t i o ~  Comry Action PIan-8 raised eyebrowsal the RS, WE& 
is investigating the Coalition'r 100-page manual for chapter or- 

ganization and coverl political operations against the 
Republican Party!' 

7 h e  manual advises the %Republican Party liaison" of the 
local Coalition Executive Committee bow to infiltrate GOB 
leadership: 

m o u  should never mention the nnnte Chrirtinn CmIi&n 
in RepubIicon circles ... Become directly involved in the 
local Republican CommiItec yourself so that you we an 
insider. TEs way you om gd a copy of the local Wmrnifl&e 
rule and a feel for who is in tbc current local Republican 
Cornmi tie.... [Oocehsidc the party stm~hlre], r e m i t  
plc for every vacant seat and for each seal being held by 
someone who is n ~ l  consetdve. pro-family and who wiu 
pt the Republican party ahead of principles." (Emphases 
ia the original.) 



. 
r igh~;  and are horrified by ilc more bi 

.ones such as thow targeting mainsVePm figures as &pes of 
Ibe  Devil. 'Indeed, ir may well be," wrote R~bemon in his 
Wit-selling book The New World Order, That men of gaod- 
will like Woodrow Wilson, Jimmy Caner, and George Bush 
-.we in reality unknowingly and unwittingly carrying out the 
mission. and mouthing the phrases of a tightly knit cabal 
whose goal is nothing less than a new order for the human 
face under 1Bc domination of Lucifer and his followers."1B 
Robertson and many of his folltiwns believe there is a 

biMically prophesied end-timcssccmrio at work. And during 
ihis araentperiod of "tribulation," Christians of the right sort 

*.will be potwted by God and emerge triumphant. 0s leaders 
of the Kingdom of God on Earth. Indeed, two years ago when 
Robatson renamed fbe r c b d  be founded from Christian 
Broadcasting Network University to Regent University. he ' explained &e monarchicnl term. A "regent [is] one who 

i governs in the absence of a sovereign." nus Regent u . 4  
graduate school with 700 students, and plans for 3,000, with 
fully acaedited propms in communications, cdumtion. 
religion, and law4rains students eo "rule and reign" uatil 
Jesus. the sovereign, 

The rhtwretic agenda of the Robertson empire has pxo- 
foundly diaurbing implications. The dosest thing to a work- 
ing model was Guatemala in 1982-83 under General Efiain 
Rios Monn. Robertson was an 

of power and instal ~ c e  if necessary-a 'kingdom of 
 GO^ on partb: 

Robertson, like the Guatemalan panor. sees 'demons" 
everywhere. "The human potential movcment.~ he writes. 
"as if part of a continuum. invariably leadstopsychicpower, 
and occult power leads straighl to demonic power; and these 
lead, in turn to a single source of evil identified by the Bible 
(LO ~atan." l~ 

Robertson's *demons" iadudc the large number of US. 
womenwho define themselves as feminists. In summa 1992, 
Robenson signed a fundraising letter which oppwed adding 
an equal rights amendment to the lows state constitution. 
"The feminist agenda," he avowed, "is not B b U :  qua l  rights 
for women. It is about a socialist. anti-family polit id move- 
ment that encourages women to leave their &usha& kill 
their children, practice witchcraft, destroy capiralism. rand 
become Robertson later backed away from the 
letter and blamed it on Ais staff. 

Nevertheless. Robertson has escalated his shrill rhetoric 
and targeted the ACLW. Cammunisi Pany, and National 
Cbuncjl of Churches, which represents such mainstream 
Christians as Lutherans, Methodists, and Presbyterians. The 
strategy against the American radical left,"he wofe. ?hodd 
be the same as General Douglas MacArtbur employed 
against the Japanese in the Pacific: Bypass their strongholds, 

then surround them. i60late 
enthusiastic supporter of the mi- them, bombard them, then blest 
Mary didator who waged n bru- the individuals out of their pw- 
tal counterinsurgency campaign. 'The feminist agenda is not dour er bunkers with hand-to-hand 
complete with scorched earth equal rigkls..,Jb is about (p soc&diirb, combat .... Tbe battle lo ze@n 

the soul of America won? be 
slau@'cr civilians. of One pastor Bs from lQlm El anri-/ami%y~~~~~icaIBorilicarmovement ~JW pleasant, but we will win i t F  
Verb, the Complete Word Pen- encourages women to leave lheir In its battle my, the Christian 
fecostalseciin whichRiosMontt husbands. their d&.frera, m m k e  Right calls fox B highh-tecb holy 

the h d i r n s  are demon-pos- pub!ic relations ccrporaiioar. 
sesscd; they arc communists. We 
hold Brother Efrain Rim Montt like King David of the Old 
Testament. He is the King of the New Testament."" 
Robertson recently praised the "enlightened leadership ... of 

,I21 former President Rios Monit. 
In bcr Book Spiriruol Warfare: The Polirics of Ihe Chris- 

/"&I Right, Sara Diamond wrote about the Christian Right's 
worry that Regan might not carry out its agenda. It saw Ihe 
Ribs Montt regime as a psychological boost: "The 
Guatemalan experience, however vicarious. of a born-again 
Christian, shepherding an entire nation, reinforced 8 men- 
Wity within born-again ciJcles, that they could seize the reins 

Uinler 199E93 

thib r5eocsatic movement i s  
gaining significant inf;dcnce in :he Repblican Pafly and 
cnpturing local and state governmental institutions for its 
Kingdom of God. Its tactics are pan old-time communily 
organizing, prt revival aneeling, and pan shrewd ward-level 
machine politics. It threatens hellfire and promise real- 
polit& power. 

Although some skeptics cannot take the Religious Rigb! 
seriously and find most televangelists simply silly, this 
serious political movement is positioning itself for p w c r  and 
digging in for the long haul. 

CovertAdion 51 



llhoughmany pundirs havede- 
Scribed 1992 as rhe ' Y a  of 
&e Woman" in electoral g o 5  
tics, religious brosdcana Pat 

R o b o n  isn't 50 sure. 
%e feminist agenda" hc o b m c d  in 

a nce~ l t  leuer IO his supporners. "is not 
abut  qual rights for women. 11 is abut 
a socialist, anti4arnily politicid move- 
ment that encourages women to leave 
heir husbands. kill Iheu children, prac- 

The Religious Right's 

The Average American 
Voter Stand Pat? 

dce witchcraft, destroy capilalism. and 
bccome lesbians." 

Robenxm undoubiedly intended his 
nmarks 10 be s m  only by a select aubi- 
en-stian Coalition donors in Iowa 
whae an Qual Rights Amendment i s  on 
heballot thisNovember. Butrhe Virginia 
Beach television mmngelist's diaaibe 
wasleaked tothemedia.andstoriesabout 
it appeared in newspapers and on news 
broadcasts around Ihe nation. 

Dernoaas were gleeful. Such shrill 
hemic wming from a George Bush ally 
who gave a major address 8L the Rcpubli- 
can Pmy convention in Houston was ntrc 
IO turn off female votm and pailu the 
Republicans as extremist. 

AI a rally in Memphis Pauline Gon. 
motha of &e Democratic vice pmiden- 
rjsf andidale. drovehome Ihepint .  Not- 
ing that similar things were Said w h  
womw wcn fighting for the right to vote. 
&e criticized both Bush and RO~C??SO~. 
"11 'sappalling to me thaz llaey have left the 
family values IM lhey W ~ X  tSught,"& 
remarked. A pleared Bill clirua pnood 
nearby beaming. 

kd-faced Republiean campaign oni- 
cinlo scurried far EOVQ. "&cause SOXne- 
cn,-issupportiveoflhegrrsidentdoesncl 
meanthatthecampaignisaeofiatedM'th 
every memeni that pm may utter," 
Bush flack Tony Mitchell told the Vir&- 
bPiloX. 

A vacationing Fat Robenson was M- 
available for CbrrunenI, but his lop politi- 
ral aide Ralph Reed was wnepenm:. 
"I'ver&ceivednothing bu:accrrladrfrm 
supgoners around the counrry." he 
boarled. 

?he feminism f i p  is  jus1 one example 
of why rhe presideni and his Republican 
M y  allies are nervous about their ties to 
Robemon and other branches of he Lli- 
gious Right. We religious c~nsetvatives' 
exotic views and insatiable politiical&= 
fnands make an alliance problematic at 
bes~, but the Republican rn CCVUS the 
Virginia Beach broadcaster's mphisti- 
cried. computer-driven network ob 
grixsroou activists and loyal right-wing 
voters. Bush campaign oficial Charles 
Black said Robertson regremu a "vay 
gowerful. irnponani constituency." 
We Bush learn hac worked lirelessly 

to prove to Robauon and c o m p y  that 
he deskwez their suppolp. In additim koa 
prirnelimespionIhepodiumattheG0P 
sonvention. Robcmn was given Vice 
President Dan Quayle IO address the 
Christian Coalition's "God and C O ~  
Rally" in Houston. kr July h e  psiden! 
bimself granted Robenson w exclusive 
interview forhis '700Qllb"po~on 
the Christian Broadcasting Network. 
me two were phoiographcd m front of 



oommiuec. Texas Republicans adopued 
III) agenda in June lhat included SUWR 
for private and home schooling. a federal 
voucher s y s m  an end 10 Ihe UXhiRg Of 
'secular humanism" in public SChmlS. 
mppon for "mation science," a sch001 

t i m a  bm onall abonionsmd"swiftmul 
mcumkred"capid  punishment 
Ix. SICVU, Hotze. a newly el- 

sliltc executive committee member, ob- 
m c d  in h e  Howlon Chomkk. "LI we 

pmyu amendment 10 lhe us. constitu- 

strength for IRe television Evangelis in 
the Old Dominion. Robenson and his wn 

chairman) were among Virginia del- 

h e  Christian Coalition's clout rcsulued in 
the elc.ixion of several sw legishm in 
the Virginia Beach area, some OOP crib 
ics were intirnidawd into silaacc. 

W r  alot ofcancaa UI Rob- 
mon and his QniniW Coalitim io Efy- 

. 

Gordon (who Y N C J  as 2nd P)iraictpa.rly 

egaIe5 Io me national conventim. whea 

Bush and many iepubli- 
csn+ showed the Religious 
Righi's mmgth-and its 
hard-nosed anlipalhy to 
mmprcmi~ on social is- 
ms. 

The same hardline men- 
tality showed up in many 
wes lumnd the counery as 
Christian Coalition tpoopr 
and their allies fought Old 
Guard Republicans for con- 

'ik frequent result was ani- 
mosity md IOU of negative 
press. M a r  me same tx- 
amp1es: 

o California: ahe batrle 
between Republican mod- 
erates and religious cow- 
vatives in California is well 
known (see 'California 

no) d lk p l l y  apparauls. 

heamin,'" OClObcr 1991 
Church ik Siae). end recent prtss ac- 
mun~ indicate Ih;u lhe biuemess is e ~ -  
hting. Acccrding 10 lhe Son Diego 
Union-Tribune. n wlgm nim has been 
distributed in SanDiegoCounty atmskng 
IRe Mainnrcam Vows Project (MVP). a 
group W monitors the i&ligious Right. 
The llia called one MVP leadm a"bitta 
m-batbrgb--"md anoIba"amilimt 
dwarf who w s  MVP to meet other 
women with hairy chcsls." Christian 
Right leeders dfflicd any LnowIdgc of 
the document wd shatgcd U u l  the MVP 
may have produced it to create publicity. 

-Tenas: Wilh lhe Cluinian Coali- 
lion's Dick Wcinhold and orher Religious 
Righl figures saving cn the platform 

absolulcs. musI once again be embraced 
by our citizens." 

0 Washinplon: Although Washing- 
ton is oneof thenaiion'smost unchurched 
mes. L e  Rcpublkan convention there 
was dominated by Religious Right farces 
who adopted platform planks calling fora 
ban on all abonions. the runoval of 
'wilchaaft" frcm the public schools and 
a ban on the hiring of homosexuals in the 
fields of education and hcalrh care. Ac- 
cording to che Seafllt Posl-lnlclligcncer. 
some delegars apenly called for lhe & 
lition of church-me sepzafim 

Virginia: Pat Robntson favorite 
F'auick McSweeney was elected GOP 
chainan w?iu &is yeat. S i g M h g  new 

lhe Qlristian RghL They'm 
100 valuable in winning 
elections." Controuersirl 
Reagan DdmiNsuaIilm fig- 
ure Oliver North. a 
Robmson c m y .  ma with 
the Virginia dclcgatiw ki 
Houston inpnpamionfura 
pozsible US. Saute uy. 

e POWP: Q u i s h  Ca- 
lition mtmkre am8 tbei d- 
lies a i l y  dominaled rbc 
state GOP convention. 
adopting SI plaflorna Wt 
Des Moines Register eot- 
urnnisi Jennifer Mitchell 
said'badslilreoneofthgde 
teligious pamphl~% Mwk- 
b?d dOO?-lO-dQQl lod On 
once: ma.- The pM- 
form micks Hculrn bu- 
manism, situation ethics. 
one-world government. 
''phePETAp~losqhy~nd 

Ihe Equal Wghu AmnSmmt. It suppons 
an abortion %IYI. capital @slmm?, car- 
pox: punishment. prayer in public 
schools wd %aching !he recognition Qf 
the exinence of a Supreme Being wd Ib? 
validity of moral absolutes."FOrmprsw 
m p m ~ i v e J u e  Mullins!old IheRqb- 
Icr. "Fhis is no longer a political grarty. 
This is a religious  cur^" 

B Colamdo: Qvis l ian Coalition as- 
livisu in the ckmllna state nlde Im 
SCQCI of thei views on lhc fclaIje* 
between religion and govanment. Ac- 
cording IO Rocb Mombin News C6JW 
nisi Peter Blakc the group dbaibulcd D 
ilia IRe state 6 o P  unrvention shicb 
aajQ TBeSeparation of CburchandSii 
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is (1) NOI a teaching of Lhe founding 
farhers; (2) NOI an historical mchmg; (3) 
NOI a leaching of law (except in recen~ 
years); (4) No1 a biblical leaching. 

rector David S. N e I ~ S h a e  should be 
absolutely N, 'Separarion of Cl-~mch 
Slale' in America" 

1m-W - Jam B w ,  CYW- 

"In -,"raid & CC'S SUE di- 

mtouislsno: According lo New Or- 

gelicals ccnnol a rhird of the O O P  Srate 
bsal Committee's 144 seats, voting in 

in ahr IVahingrOn Par. Bemy charged 
Iha, in some communities Religious 
Right forces are m i n g  up with follow- 
m OrneeNazi David Duke IO seize con- 

k3CkSlCPOR GOll t rOVaSid kSUeS. wnliq 

Congress." he said. 
D Alaska: Reljgious Righl forces re- 

mainnronginthestateGOP.Formaslate 
legislator Edna DeVries has been chosen 
as mional commitieewoman. DeVries is 
puilaps best known for her unsuccesdul 
1986 campaign for lieutenant governor. 
During the race, she called the UniM 
S t a ~ ~ s  a Christian nation and dismissed 
Iheumceplofchupch-stdieapatation.OI 
those who disagreed wirh her sfand. 
DeVries~d."1thi~theyhavcarigh~Oo 
dowhatthey wan~bultheyshouldn'tlive 
in a e  United Stales. Maybe chey should 
live in some other counny. U hey don't 
bonop &e unired slales as a mislim 
nation and they don't want IO be a Q u i s -  

uol of local pany ofiicts. 
e South Carolina: Republican Gov. 

-011 Campbell and other GOPleaders 
seem willing io make a maniage of m- 
vcnicncc with Robcnson and his congre- 
gation. 7he govanor mended a June 27 
kick05 luncheon for Ihc state Christian 
Coslidon~liale. Olha Republicanoffi- 
cials and cwdidaus showed up as well. 
According DO The Sfore. a Columbia 
mwspper. Robaws told w crowd of 
1,WI lhar his organization hopes tobuild 
a nationwide network of 600 chaplers by 
IAe endof Ihc year. "Durgoal in 1992 is io 
clea a tuong conservative majority in 

tian. then there arc amy otBcr countrie 
that are not Christian." 

'Ke exuemist rhetoric from Christian 
Rjght figures around the country is prob- 
ably worrisome io Bush campaign offi- 
cials. but itreally isn't chatmuchdiffermi 
from the shoot-from-&e-hip s~~~esnens 
made by Fat Robertson himself-some of 
them aimed at be pariy's presidential 
nominee. In his mosi recent book Thr 

on Foreign Relations wd the T r i W  
Commission.Robarson suggesir h a t  the 
president and LhDse aound him may be 
pan of the sinism plot. 

"It m a y  well be." wias Robenron, 
"that men of gocpdwill like Woodrow 
Wilson, Jimmy C m ,  and George Bush 
whosinerely wan!slargercommuniryof 
nations living at peace m OUT wor1d.a~~ in 
reality unknowingly and unwiuingly CBT- 
ty ing out the Pn~SSiQn araB mCru8hi.q the 
phrases ofa tighdy knil cabal whose goal 
is nothing l e s  rhan a new enln far the 
human race undu rhe domination of Luci- 
fa and his Collowm." 

The millirmain broadcat? has slsa 
continued his dalliance with Christian 
Weconsuuctionism, \he radical movc- 
meni seeks 10 impose "biblical law." 
including hash OIdTesmmtsancrionZ 
on all aspects of modem American m i -  
eiy. Rokmon recently iold Chrhiiamity 
To& l ha~ he is no1 a devotee of the 
theocratic drive, but he ref& to dis- 
avow its goals. 

"1 don't agree with Reconsuuction- 
ism" he said, "although 1 do believe thal 
JesusisLordofallthe worIrLlbeIieve~ha1 
he is  Lord of the govemmar and I!IC 
church, and business and education, and 
hopefully. one day. Lord of the prc?.s...J 
wan! the church to move into the world." 

In a subsequent issue ofthe magazine. 
Christian Rcconsuuctionisi leadn Oary 
DrMar said Robcnm's stiauxl position 
npresenls rhe "heart and soul" of &e 
&eonomic movement. "Reconsaucum- 
is& have bem saying this and gCuing 
criticized for it for over 3 0 y ~ ~ ~ " h e s a i d .  
"At the very lea% Pa Roberl~an as I've 
always suspected. is an opcraiianal 
Reconsuuaim.si." 

RObMEOn political operatives Lnow 
that in m y  ways Etish needs them mon 
&an they need him. Well on lheir way 
loward building a svonj grasnooUarm~, 
they me confident of rheir ultime suc- 
cess regardless of the outcome of the nce 
for the White Houx. Their agenda is 
rapidly advancing no muter w h  hsp 

New World Order. the television evange- 
list claims rhat an international con- 
spiracy has been plotting for centuries to 
install a one-world Satanic diclaiorship. 
Noting George Bush's ties 10 the Council 

pens in this yea's presidential m t t % L  
Ihe Christian Coaliljon's Ralph Rccd 

told Chrisfianify Today, "The media $R 

missing it. This isn't the year of tbc 
woman; this is the year or the ?..OR!." D 



m : c r  cover (0 report on the activi- 
tic: of the Chrisfion Coalitwn's 

'Road ro Vu~ory" Co&cnceandStrai- 
cgy Briefing in Virginia Bench. Va. Dc- 
spiie kightenedsecuriiy Ruaswesaithic 
ycnr's evcnf. Clarbon was again able to 
a t e n d  the mccf iq  and bring Church & 
State renders thir special wpori from 
imide & Pai Rotemon poliricol M- 
Chinr. 

Ralph R d .  executive director of the 
& i s h  Coalition. doesn't like security 

dramatic," he M i d e d  in Ihe apenmg 
&aches. 'I don'l want 10 bc KIO overly 

!3cssiOn of his group's 'Road LO victary 

A.lth~~tgh President 
Bush's Visit Was A 
Public Endorsement, 

at Robertson's 
Christian Coalition 
Prefers To Do b l ~ s t  
Of Its Work Behind 
Closed Doom 

11" Conference. But it seems that I last 
year'sconfmcc. some people fromuleft 
wing organizations" go1 in and "subse- 
queniiy wore anicles."(See "me Chris- 
lian Wilion:  On The Road TO Vic- 
tory?." January Church & Sure) 

R e d  wanrcd 10 make sure that didn't 
happen again.Tnus. fie 1 Is0 conference 
attendees and I were "hmeby commis- 
sioned%rdepuiyeonnables"iohelpevicr 
my rcponen who strayed into the work- 
shopsandnrategyxssions.Ikepta~~ 
eye out far "lefl-wingas" in Ul4k closed 
sessions. But I didn't spot my. 

The d y  dosed-dom conclave m 
September, which fmured a sgt&h by 

ident George Bush. marlred a &n 
earning of age for Pat Robenson's -- 
tian Coalition (which seeks outright fan- 
mlofrhe Rep~blicsnhyby 1996).% 
religious b r o a d ~ t e r ' ~  m y  offo~~owas 
is powwful enough LO compel the pres- 
ence of an incumbent prcsidenl: yet it is 
controversial enough to require the ac- 
aesy of a covat apcrau'on for mu& 
inua-pany polibi19cing. 

Conhence rtltmdees from moss the 
country flocked lo Robnxm kxlquar- 
l c y ~  in Virginia Beach on a warm autumn 
wcekend to talk about the advanced new 
computer and lelevision catponenu of 
theirgmFsrmB mobilization on bchillf of 
"pro-family" emdidam. They lmncd 
the mechanics of how to I& ww ahc 
Republican M y  from the h i &  wd 81- 
tended issues workshops 6n abonian. 
taxes, pornography and &e %ornosexual 
agenda."Ydational figures mchasEduut. 
tion Sccrelary Lamar AlCxanda, hispre- 
decessar WilliamBennePand heubiqui- 
IOUS Oliver N@ spoke. 

These speeches and Resident Bush's 
address were open to IC news me&. 
Twenty-two other speeches and work- 
shop were not. Security was inleRded to 
be light. As Reed told lht VirginiPR-Pibf 
newspaper. all conferees wee capefutly 
screened by Ckiuian Coalilion slate co. 
ardinators 10 makc w e  only Robenron 
dlies were admitted. 

George Bush's visit to the hub of thc 
R o b o n  empire was Ihe confermcc's 
rnain event. C h r j s h  Wih activbw 
had expected a major address on sockl 
issues. White HOUK wums said 4ee& 
had indisatcd lhe president's *Ak would 
be %e central campaign Sp-RCh by Ute 
president on imily valalue~." 

very liitle from his standard Slllmg 
speech-fie economy. private school 
vouchers and family values. School 
prayer and gay rights got nomenlion at all 
and even abonion restrictions. a a4pic 
dear IO the Religious K&I, drew only P 
single mmw. 

Bush even sofmed the Republican 
campaign's family values s m  em- 
bracing Murphy Brown-rtyk single psr- 
ent families. "1 do not pass judgment.* 

1I)u~h': remarks, ~ O W W W ,  dwiacad 
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said fie preSidtn4 %I dre kind of family 
you live in, w h e k  borh pmcnls work M 
jumsncparenL OT whether you'na pmof 
a single pvcnt family. Families 8re not 
measured by what kind but by how 
dose? 

This middledf-&-road rbemic- 
which bziefly moved the smile from 
Robcnxm'r usually avuncular fa- 
was m a  fQllOWd, however. by Bush 
remarks thal warmly endorsed the Id&- 
sion evimgelist and his ehristian Coali- 
t i o n . " ~ 1 m e s a y h o w d e e p l y ) ~ ~ ~ 1 1  
ohe work you're doing torcsme Ihe spiri- 
ad f&im of this M ~ W "  the ppesj- 
dent obsmed. 'And I say I h i s 4 e  
long at ha^ Barbnand Iare privileged IO 
live in the White H o w  rhe more I unda- 
stwd what Lmcolnmeani whmberaidhe 
welt 10 Ais knees in pya." 
To funha please Robenson Bush 

gneud over 100 major Qlrinian Wi- 
lion donors and invited gus& ai a private 
reception in the rose garden of Pat 
Robenson's walled w e .  Wilh black 
swans gliding by on a pond and a harpist 
playing Rchelbel's "Canon inD Minor," 
the ulevangelist paSOMlly introduced 
munhrsof his'innacircle" iothepresi- 
dcntial candidate. mentioning their 
'help* or heir "mnmbutiuns." 

Bush's Virginia Each visit was ap 
parollly a deftly mafIed campaign ven- 
we designed to shore up the president's 
nanding among Religious Right activis& 
without jeopardizing support among 
COP modesates and ordinary voLers who 
might k uned off by Robenson's shrill 
language and divisive religio-poljtical 
agenda. 

According IO The Washington Po% 
lop D u b  aide James A. Baker 111 inlen- 
tionally scheduled the Virginia Beach 
Epeccsl fm 740 pm.. laic enough IO 01- 
me lhar no coverage appeared on the 
nuwork news programs and past h e  
dectdlinesofmanynewspapm.rofirnheP 
deflect attenlion, Baku repmcdly ar- 
m7ged for B ush lo mounce the sale of F- 
15 fighur planes to Saudi Arabia at a 
campaign sop earlier in the day, thus 
a c t i n g  press nitention IO b t  nory. 

The s m g y  worked fairly well. The 
Virginia Beach pilgrimage drew little na- 
lional mcdia mutiny. Even The Nnu 

York Times. &e nation's "newspaper of 
recor~"failedtorecordIheevent.ButIhe 
carefullycalibrated Bushcounshipof the 
Religious Right wm'i lost an some 
hardliners. 
--The morning after the presideni spoke, 
Paul Weyrich oFlhe Free Congress Foun- 
dation addressed h e  bitier GOP factional 
fight beiwcen moderaies and righi- 
wingers in a closed conference session. 
'It i s  very imponant." he declared, " h i  
we not be pushed around as a movement, 
nartakenforgranled byanyWy.ldono1 
wanirosec thiamovcmcntbecomet~one 
polirical pany, uht the blacks..fiavc be- 
come IO an oh^ political pmcy. 

"You bow." he conirnucd. "I'm noi 
against having these raliies. 
And ... candidates coming and prrjcndng 
themselves .... 1 suppori the mal? ah0 
spoke lannighn. 1'11 votcfortim. Rut let's 
not have any illusions aboui what all of 
this is about. They wouldn't be caught 
d e 4  with us under olher rircumsmces. 
And the only reason they come hne is 
because they're in t r o u b l e 4  we bail 
ahem out-and then they turn their back 
on us and gjvc us nolhing in ram," he 
declared. hisvoicerising."And we canno 
longer stand for it!" Weyrich's blast pro- 
voked a loud and surlained ovation from 
the aowd. 

We are in a war." Weyrich absented. 
lhere are, he insisid, two main compo- 

nmls of a winning strategy fM IM wn- 
ffict: organizarjon and communication. 
He envisions Ihe Christian Coalihon as 
&e main mganiza&nal srmcture. 3%~ 
key communications mode is the f%wly 
created National Empowermart Televi- 
sion closed circuil in~~%C\re 
satellire TV system produced b) Ihe 
Wcyrich-run Coalitions for AmenCa. 
Through NET, leaden of the Christh 
Righi am give lhcir marching ordaa m 
electoral tactics and lobbying, and evm 

ences. With Ralph Reed on the NET 
board. Weyric!~ expecu thai Chri5lian 
Caatirion affliaacs wi!l k plugging . 
soon. 

The m i d  impaa could 3e grw. 
Alihough ;I i s  only UueC yean 016 &e 
Christian Coalition claims25RD00mem- 
krs md 550 &piers. Press report% inQi- 
me a Sl3-million war chert. All lhae 
rnz~wce~ are devoted KI revoking the 
conslilutioM~ separation of church and 
state and giving Robmon and l i b -  
minded religionists a controllmn~ mu- 
ence in American sociely. m& fESt gWd 
is d o m i m a  in the Republican M y .  

Although Ihe Ckrislian COditiOII b 
osiensibiy a"nonpanisan" d u m  action 
group. panisanship was evuywhee ~p 
parent at the recent 'Road to Victory IJ" 
Conference. This fa0 was pahaps beu 
cryslallized when one delegate declined 

hold mlional M hU'a-StiltC kk<onfa- 



Ovistian C s i t i o n  County Action Plan" 
revats Ihe hierarchical muol. For ex- 
ample. thedocumentnoustRat"starting a 
chaptn will not necessarily be done 
through sa democratic process." The state 
office assigns a president. who in tlun 
appoinls an executive commiuee. 

Lnformacion also flows from !he top 
down. The executive committee of the 
local chapter appoinrs "Public Affairs 
Representatives" in local congregalions 
who "are m i u d  to s m e  as a conduit 
far information to their churches." 

Given this leadership sauflure. it is 
significant h a t  the Rev. Billy McCor- 
mack.aLouisianapolitica1 activist witha 
disturbingrecord inregard toex-Nazi.ex- 
Klansman. ex-presidential candidate 
DavidDukc,isoneof fourdirectorsof the 
Christian Coalition. along with Pat 
Robatson. Robenson's son Gordon and 
Dick Weinhold of the CC's Texas affili- 
ate. (McComck. a Shrweport minister. 
isalso thedirector of ihehuisiana Oris- 
tian Coalition.) 

The McCormack-led Robertson 
forccs. along with other uluaconserva- 
w e  allies. L v e  convolled the Louisiana 
GOPsince 1988. They blockedeffonsby 
panyrnodaates todenounce Duke during 
his B y t n t  in Louisiana politics and re- 
fused to investigate charges m he was 
selling Adolph Hider's Mein Kampfand 
Otherhatelitaa~urefromSis sta!elegisJa- 
eivc ofice. 

Ahhough the national GOP. led by 
RonaldReaganandGeorge Bushrepudi- 
ated Duke in 1989 (when D u e  ran ac a 
Republican for the staie legislature). i t  
wasn't until November. 1990 that 
Robenson publicly urged McCormack to 
'examine"Duke's record. 'Ihe huisiana 
dagyman apparently found little to con- 
M him. Although McCormack s t o m  
shon of apublic endorsement in the 1991 
race. Duke rcceived 69 pamt of the 

magenad seuion,"iltis impossible 
for a Christian to vote for a Demo- 
mat." His comment was greeted by 
applause and laughta. 

Although the Coalitionprejents it- 
self as a 'grassroots" organization. in 
fact i t  is a topdown tighdy muolJed 
politicalMirAtlestaieJeve1,s rccmlly 
obrained CODY of the "Pennsvlvania 

no black speakers. One young man from 
Michigan (who was white) found it"kind 
of disappointing" that here were 
more of my brothers and sisters in Chrisi 
who are b laa"  al Ihe conference. He 
asked Gary Baum of James Dobson's 
Family Research Council. who was at !he 
podium. how "wc...phe Christian Right. 
could do a better job of reaching out to 
our black brothers in Christ?" 

Calling t h e p o i n t " e x u e m e 1 y i ~  
rank" Bauer complained. "You know 
bow our opponents uy to picture us. If 
we're not radical right-wingers. 
we're racisa. We're just barely a 
aep past !he Ku #lux Klan. We're 
bigots. hatemongers, all the rest of 
it." Thus, he felt. "it behooves us 
to go the extra mile to snake a 

This year 
Christian Coalition 

activists ellaim 
they will distribute 

40 milllion 
"mm-partisan" 

presidential V Q ~ W  

Democratic Party 
officials insist elace 

guide is biased and 
misleading. 

whie evangelical vote a5 the unsuccess- 
ful GOP nominee fcs gowemaa. 

With this record of dalliance with 
Duke. it w~aquiedydramaiicmomcntat 
Ihe Christian Coalition gathering in Sep- 
tember when McCormack was seated 
next lo Resident Bush on the dais during 
Ihe presidential visit and address. 

Perhaps not surprisingly. there were 
few blacks (perhaps a dozen out of 3 ,Zm) 
among the Road to Victory delegater.and 

common cause wilh black Americans." 
Bauer was applauded for his cx- 

pressed hope that the Coalition's next 
conference include "a third or a founh 01 
a fiflh of this audience being our black 
brothers and sisters." But !he subject did 
noi come upagain. The reason. of course, 
is tha! it is difficult to mke affirmative 
action and at ihe same time feature top 
lezders like McCormack who run inter- 
ference for David Duke. 

In their quest for Republican Party 
control. Christiae Coalition activistshave 
unseated incumbent counly GOP m- 
mittee members in pany con!esls SCTOP 
the Counuy, often turning out churches- 
full of voters ir! e!ec!ion day surprists. 
Guy Rogerj. the Ccziidrn's National 
Field 3irector. ccmplains bey  are m- 
fairly a c c ~ d  oi kit; "antidemocratic" 
and ":nfnlvating" the party. "We're $st 
good American citizens who believe we 
should get involved and want lo make it 
work." he declared. "1 rncan. what's 
wrong with hi?" 

Rogers' protests notwithstanding, the 
Pennsylvania manual reveals a m m  
m~uso~randi."lloushouldnevamen- 
lion the name Christian Coalition in Re- 
publican circles." Ihe manual advises. 
The leadership of each county chapter b 
lo include I "Republican Pany Liaison" 
who is to "become directly involvedinlhe 
loa1 Republican Cenoal Commiuee So 
Uwl you are an i&da. 

"This way," lllc manual continua. 



'Lou can get acapy of h e  local committee 
d e s  and a feel for who is in the current 
bcalRepublicwGmit1ee."'lhe~s- 
tim Wition's liaison thm is to recruit 
coI1xnaKivrives for V a c a n l  pany pwts OT to 
mPgainstmQd~urororhcfs whorput 
the Republican Party ahead of pin- 
EiplCS." 

In m m  candid momm~~, Christian 
CMition 1.Caders arc boastful about their 
"Stesllh" Mlctia. We've learned how to 
rnoveunda rherad2z mrhe cover of rhe 
nigzlt with rpaubbery S- 10 OUT hel- 
mu."lheCC's RceBtoldNewsday.li's 
Wre Mng a goOa submiuine captain: You 
came ap. fue thtc missiles and hen 
CliVC." 
Meanwhile. among rhe fws raising 

eyebrows a the IRS is 564,aOO which rhc 
CXriuim Coalition, a tax-exempt group. 
received from the National Republican 
s4mIorial commioce m October 1990- 
jun Wore the November election. Per- 
haps coincidentally. Coalition activists 
arsiRed Ihe come-from-behind teclec- 
ti@ 
IhaI year. 

Enrme8lyuseofalacticthcCoalition 
har since employed widely. 750,000 
%om guides" were dimibuud, mostly 
through churches. on the Sunday just be- 
fore the Tuesday vote. "Ihe press had no 
idca wh;u we were doing." said Regional 
Director Judy Hayes a( the Christian 
ccalitionconferenccIast year."Andthey 
*ill don't know what we did." 

While ;cpons of such victories give 
the p u p  momentum going into the No- 
vcmbcr elccdons wd beyond. they also 
may le& to Some bumps and detours on 
rhc "Road 10 Vinory." The Washingfon 
Past recently reponed an ongoing JRS 
invesligahn ofgossibleviolarionr of Ihe 
Coalition's provisional SOl(cX4) non- 
prof11 taastatus.Atissue isIheCoalition's 
elcaoral and OOP activities, which may 
aced Ihe limils of federal lax guidelines. 

This potential problem. however. 
feems IO bc of little concern io Christian 
Coalition activists this year. They claim 
sheywiNdisvibule40million'hon-p;Mi- 
san" presidential voter guides (including 
one million inNcw York and 25 million 
ffl Florida) a d  millions more aimed I 

d SUI. JCSSC Helm (R-NC) 

CandiddlC~ S a l e  wd local raceS. AC- 

cording i o ~ i t ~ ~ e ~ l ~ t o ~ ~ g e ~ ~ r ~  
and fundamentalist churches anoss rhc 
rmntry, unlimilednumbers of Ihe"C3ris- 
tian Coali,tion Family Values Voter 
Guide-are available for the asking. 
Signed by Robeptson. Campus Cm- 

sade founder Bill Bright, Soulhem Bsg 
tis1 Convention Resideni Ed Young and 
forma SBCpesidmt AdrianRogm.rhe 
covet letia implores 'Christian leadns" 
LD "provide your members wilh h e  nm- 
partisan knowledge they need to prospa 
ascitizms."The ninassurrsrtadm that 
the C&isrian W i t i o n  is a %on-profit 
organizuionlhai isnotafiiliawhirhany 
political pany and does not endorse can- 
didam." 

Thc voters @de then goes on to 
charge Ibac D e m m t  Bill Clinton sap- 
pons "abonion on demand."homosexual 
rights, raising income m e $  tax-funded 
abonion and condom distribution in 
schools. Clinton opposes, the guide says, 
a balanced budget amendment. parental 
choice in education (vouchas). tam lim- 
its and increased funding for rhe Strategic 
Deffnse Initiative (the so-dled "Star 
Wars" syslem). 

In contra% Bush is lisud as ra)ting the 
opposite position of all these issues. (The 
twocandidaware bob listedas suppon. 
ing the line-item veto and Ihc de& p 
ally.) DemocraticParIyolficialsinsist rhe 
guide is biased and misleading. Avi 
Lavelle. press secretary for the Clinton 
campaign. called it a"gross oversimplifi- 
cation." 

Computexized Y O ~  idmtifiaim and 
v o w  guides conunuc 10 be Ihe trvh a. 
giner of the Christian Coaliti3n's elcc- 
tora lsrra~gy.Theyhaveworked~~t i -  
cally well. For example, in Central 
Florida (in and around Orlando). 22 of 27 
Coalition-backed candidales won GOP 
primaries in sfptember. 

We wan1 Io build Ihe lmgest your %ik 
in Amnia," said Guy Rogers. Com- 
prised of anti-atonion and anti-gay VM- 
a$ the files c m d n  a variety of 0th~~ 
personal and political data about indi- 
viduals so that according 10 Rogers. "we 
no1 only know who lhey ~ T T  but what 
precinct U I C ~  vou in. 

"That right there," he slowly intuned, 
"is the ammo for Uris. One of Ihe pb- 

lcms we've (had) as Icanisti;ms," he A d .  
extending the ViOlCnl metaphor. 'is we've 
pointed Uzis at the opposiuq but when 
we've plkd hetrigger, rhere've been no 
bullets." 

Qlris;ian Right leadm are anxious to 
exprmd the range of issues h i  animate 
their mtiruents. Opposition LO abortion 
has been b e  rallying point of put efforts. 
but homosexualiiy is appamrtly che x x t  
big issue designed to stir emotions and 
win~eqaniwion~pponfori~slarger 
geals. - 

Guy X g e n  gcu mewfflgly agirated 
about the political accomplishnaenrts and 
level of organiaion ob Le gay cornu- 
ni~i(y.~WhydQpulhink !hehehomosexua)s 
have mde 50 many imoads rhe 1st few 
years?" he asked. 'Because Ley have so 
many people? No! Not only do rhcy not 
have a lot of p p l e .  they are dying off. 
And they're dying young." 

shop. a session on Ihe "Pfomosexual 
Agend&" drew abou half the snendees 
(who chose among low ConCUnmt be+ 
riom). It was led by Boston Her& cd- 
m i s t  Don Feder and Lon Maban Of the 
otegon Citizens Alliance (a Chiistian 
Coalition affiliate). &bm is sprhcad- 
ing an Oregon ballot referendum lh is year 
that would require government to oppose 
homosexuality, an iniiia!jve thal b e  Coa- 
lition hopes IO icplicaie in oBer UBLES. 

What does all !his mean? As mi- 
denred by h e  exuacrdinary Rq~~blican 
P4a1iod Convention and a suing of elec- 
sral succeses, Pat Robemon and &E 
Ozistian Coalition ae fast becomig R 
powafu! force in the OOP, and indeed in 
American society I targe. Sofar. lhcy're 
doing so with little more &in a disci- 
plined voting bloc. compuam a d  politi- 
d SMIU. How long this !miall. but fer- 
vent faction can oui-organize !h. vast 
majority in many meas ranains to be 
SM. 

Mcanwhile.Chriniw Coalition acuv- 
isls are Suoyam. Said the CC's ROgeIs. 
"Legislams BVE looking at us with a vay 
keen eye because lhey know we've 
reached a point where we can deliva 
voles. we CBD mrn ow people 0% abu- 
wed cn lhc issues. And h t  scares you 
h o w  what out of 'em." 0 

The confuence's besi anended w e  



' Lr pnce showed Mr. < Coverde 
~ / But Tom Perdue, Mr. <Coverdell 

qproach. "If we had just highlighted 
would not have won," he said. 

or broadcast his voice. 
p a g o  manager, defended the candid 

< Coverdell > was, we probabl 
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yesterday, saying he wanted to spare taxpayers the cost of a recount. 
- Sen. Wyche Fowler Jr. (D-Ga.) conceded to Republican Paul <Coverdell > 

"He won," Fowler told WAGA-TV in Atlanta. 
According to nearly wmplete return yesterday, < Coverdell > unseated Fowler 

= by a 1.4 percect margin in Tuesday's runoff election. 
< Coverdel!, > fomcr Bush administration Peace Corps director, had 630,023 

-mes, or 50.7 percent, to Fowler's 613.846, or 49.3 percent, with all but 10 of 
- the state's 2.801 precincts reponing. 

< Coverdell, > an Atlanta insurance executive, told CNN yesterday morning that 
.he considered the vote "an extension of the national election [in which] change 
was still on the mind of many voters here in Georgia." 

Conservative groups, including the Christian Coalition and the National 
<Right to Life> Committee, claimed major credit for <Coverdell's> victory after 
they mobilized support among Georgia's fundamentalist Christian churches to 
defeat Fowler. 
E. SDencer Abraham. cochairman of the National Republican Conmessional 

Commi-w, called Fowler's defeat "the fist sign that Si1 Clinton wiii have 
the shortest honeymoon in presidential history." 

Clinton and Vice Presidentelect Gore had made campaign appearances for Fowler. 
Senate Minority Leader Robert J. Dole (R-Kan.), who campaigned for 

< Coverdell, > said the election was "more proof that the Republican Party is 
alive and well." He said the outcome should be a message tb, Clinton: "Don't go 
000 far, and don't go too fast." 

But several political observers in Georgia said Fowler probably would have 
lost by a larger margin if Clinton and Gore had not campaigned for him. 

Clinton communications director George Stephanopoulos told reportm that 
Clinton "went and stood up for his friends." 

'We're disappointed. It was awful close," Stephanopoulos said. "We feel bad 
for Senator Fowler and his family and wish hian the best, but now it's time to 
move on to the future." 
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1 BODY: 
IT WAS MOURNING IN THE REV. PAT ROBERTSON'S AMERICA. On ?he day after Bill 

Clinton was eleaed President, Robertson smiled wanly and consoled the millions 
who watch his "700 Club" cable TV show. As the pewter-haired televangelist 
lamented what democracy bad wrought, it seemed 8s though God Himself had lost 
the <election. > Plagues and disasters were on the horizon. At the very least, 
economic collapse and radical abortion laws - babykilling laws, really - are 
corning. "The child can be corning out of the birth mal,' said the political 
preacher, "and they'll say it's OK to kill it." 

The despairing went on for the bemr part of an hour. Robertson and his 
guests described the future as a Christian Right nighmare. "Radical feminists" 
such as Barbara Boxer and Dianne Feinstein were taking over the <Senate. > 
Clinton would allow homosexuals in the military. He would put women in combat 
and gays in the Cabinet. "Family values" were dead. 'I'm anything but happy," 
Robertson said. "But we'll see what happens." 

Robertson and his Christian Right movement - politically conservative 
fundamentalists, evangelicals and Catholics - could be forgiven a bit of 
self-indulgent wallowing. Time had finally run out on their crusade to create a 
Christian America. It wasn't that they hadn't had their chance. Since 1980, 
>>> 

Los Angeles Times, November 29, 1992 

the Oxistian Right had been developing into a fearsome politid form. It was 
the key to the Reagan/Bush victories. But what had 12 years of incumbency 
produced? Abortion is still legal and school prayer is not. mere is no voucher 

lan to benefit private religious schools. Homosexuality hsts not Been pushed 
tack into the closet. Hollywood and the rest of the hated "aipural elite" still 
dominate the media. And the future of the Supreme Court is now in the hands of a 
Democrat. 

On Nov. 4, the Christian Right movement's leaders could not accept that 
America had rejected their brand of "family values." A h  11,  their agenda is 



1 .  . 
God's agenda, and God cannot be wro 
conclude that President Bush had not 
the gzys and the lesbians and the feminists. Now they would have to train their 
sights on the Republican Party itself. Their goal: to turn the GOP into a 
religioudpolitical organization to promote Robertson's vision of conservative 
Christian America. 

bertson and his allies could only 
ard enough. He had been too soft on 

So Democrats gleefully compete for window offices in Washington, and the 
Republican Party faces a civil war tbe likes of which it has not seen since the 
Goldwater and Rockefeller forces self-destructed in 1964. Columnist Patrick J. 
Buchanan, the snarling pit bull of the 1992 convention, may have declared a 
>>>  

Los Angeles Times, November 29, 1992 

holy war with Clinton over the future of America. But now that the war is lost, 
Buchanan and the Christian Right are turning their fury on their own party. They 
are already blaming traditional, non-religious Republicans for the defeat, and 
they are preparing to seize the GOP. For their part, equally angry Republican 
regulars have begun to compare the Christian Right to neo-Nazis. And it could be 
a decade or more before the looming war between the two camps can be settled. 

Christian Coalitioo - was already nlaneuveiiug. By Friday, coalition director 
Ralph Reed was on the road to Williamsburg, Va., and a summit meeting with other 
conservative religious political activists. Boyish to the point of looking like 
a character from 'Happy Days," Reed, 31, bas already beaded a number of 
organizations for young Republicans. In 1989, Conservative Digest hailed him as 

- "a rising young star" in Republican politics. Though he looks like a choirboy, 
Reed speaks the blunt, warlike language made familiar by the likes of Lee 
Atwater and Roger Ailes and has a reputation as a slash-and-burn political 
operator. He was a driving force behind the anti-gay ordinances that were passed 
in both Colorado and Tampa, Fla., but failed in Maine and Oregon. He also 
directed a multimillion-dollar campaign that quietly pushed Christian activists 
into local offices nationwide. 
>>> 

IN THE DAYS A F E R  THE <ELECTTON. > ROBERTSON'S POLlTICAL ORGANization - the 

-7 Los Angeles Times, November 29, 1992 

Reed's ultimate goal is to take over the GOP from the bottom up. To do that, 
he can tap a $10-million annual budget and call on dues-paying activists in more 
than 100,OOO born-again chuafhes. This fall, more than 1,ooO of these peaple 
were trained in the ways of taking over precinct-level party committees, 
foreshadowing a larger effort to domiaaee awy state party organization. The 
coalition c811 also count on the support of a host of smaller Religious Right 

gee Congress Foundation and Richard Vigueeie's United Conservatives of America, 
both Washington-based, and Lou Sheldon's Traditional Values Codlition in 
California. These groups provide financial and tadical support for Christian 
candidates running for everything from school board to Q~ngre~s.  

Robertson's d v i s t s  practically perf& the art of the political taleover 
in Sou& Carolina in 1988. There they used churches to quietly send large 
nulnbers of people to precinct caucuses. 'AEheSe newcomers overwhelmed paety 
meetings that normally drew just a handful of political veterans. Then, when it 
came time to vote on delegates and precinct offiaes. they swept their own 
people in. Old-time Republica~s, who called themselves the "regulars," 
eventually organized to win back some power, but the Chistiam have retained 
their strength. 
> b >  

l i t i d  organizations run by longtime activists, including Paul <Weyrich's> 
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and Ejtchgrmge Commission disdosed Re bought in 1989 f0r $lOO,OOO. The 
Family Channel is erown jewel of a media empire which indudes a radio 
venture; US Media COT., which bid for W E  and Northstar Entertainment 
Group Inc Robertson, whose cash pay as International F d y  
Entertainment chaknan was listed as wore than $371,1301B last y e a ,  is also 
chancellor of Virginia- based Regent University and head of the Opration 
Blessing International Relief and Development COT. (The Buff& News. 
May 14 1992) 

# # # #  

WHEN FAT ROBERTSON LOST his 1988 psident id  bid, warpy 
wrote the Christian broadeastefs pEtical  obituary. Mow it Iock as though 
his failed national campaign way have been mom d a golitid 
springboard than a coffin. Through his low-profle but potent Qhristian 
Coalition, Robertson has reemerged 21s a heavy hitter in big-league COP 
politics. . . Instead of trying to wrest control of the Wegublim party $om 
the top down, as Robertson did in 198% the Christian Coali%ion is 
infiltrating from the grass srsots up. Tlt?c goal h to mobilize enough 
Christian activists to controI the GOlP md Congress by 49%. Judging from 
the d t i o n ' s  two-year record, it is off to a strong start .  . . What 
remains to be seen is whether the efforts of Robertson's group and the 
Qlristim right d strengthen Phe G8P or drachm what Ristshidy 
been the nation's most cohesive political party. 

. . . GOP squabbling hasn't seemed to slow down the Chistian- 
Coalition. The organization has 16 staff members b a d  in Chesapeake 
who oversee 210 local Christian Coalition chapters in 412 states. In just WQ 
yeas the coalition message has gleaned finandd support &om 2XJXHJ 
eontriiutors. This yeax it has 512 d o n  .h its war chest - double what it 
received in 1991. 'Think like Jesus. Lead Like Moses. Fight lilke David. 
Run like LincoW is m e  of the group's rallying cries. Among its 
supprters have been the Natiod Republican hnatorial CoFlawittee, 
which was the organjwtiods largest initial contPibntor, giving it $&,so0 
in le90, financial records show. (?he Viginh-Elot,  June 21,1992) cc. 

# # # #  

. . . Tf-pE c" COAWOPJ has used donations to b d d  a 
vast computer list of more than I million voters. It publishes a 
bmonMy newspaper, d e d  &e Christian A m e ~ m ,  which has a paid 
circulation of 200,080. Among the publidon's mntriiuting writers axe 
COP activist Phyllis sehlatly, founder of the anti-abortion p u p  Eagle 
Forum, and Oliver North ('lh Vir@an-Pibt, June 23, IW) 
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LIBERTARIAN GUEST - Rodney Travis, Libertarian andidate for 
Charleston Home District 113, has ken a spaid guest of the delegation 
all week He was invited by Andy and Roberta Combs of H& . . . 
Andy Combs is seeking the GOP nomination for Senate Bis'trict 44. 
Roberta Combs is state president of the Christian Coalition and former 
treasurer of the state GOP. (Ths S6akRemrd (CoBumbia, SC), August 19, 
1992) 

# # # #  

. , . LEADERS OF THlE CONSERVATIVE CALEORMA Republican 
Assembly and their allies, the Christign Coalition, the Gun O W I I ~ ~ S  of 
California, the Pro- Life Pact and Operation Rescue contend their efforts 
and funding helped nominate 10 conservative candidates fur the Asmbly. 
Candidates they badced lost in two other races to candidates supported by 
Wilson, for a 10-2 "victory.". . . The prirncipal graraps irr %e ad hw cwlition 
headed by the CaIiforP\ia RepubBart Assembly include: The Qlhistiian 
Coalition, headed by Sarah .DeVito Hardman, a Los AmgeSes- area doarnitarre 
manufacturer. Her group, which she says has same 18,OOO members, grew 
out of Pat Robertson's national organization after $he minister's 1888 
presidential campaign Hardman says the p u p  seeks to "educate voters 
with pro-fdy" arguments; Tlhe Gun Ownew of California and the 
National Rifle Assodation.. . (7hc Son Francism Examiner, June 7# 192) 

# # # #  

. . . PN AN APRa E K E R  TQ BUSH re-dection official Charlie 
Black, leaders of the V i a - b a s e d  Christian Coalition offered a list of 53 
Californians whom 'Tat Robertson would ]like to be seriously considered 
as delegates" to the GOP convention However, only four d bberbom's 
nominees were included in the delegate Est re1ea.d last week by the Bush 
campaign. (7-k S a n m t o  Bee, May IS, 1992) 

# # # #  

. . . TAX REcom AND cHBl[sTpAM COArnBN lxxmmm 
show extensive f i n a n d  and political ties to naltjonal and lQcal Republican 
Party organizations . . . records here show that e laxgest single 
contriiutor has been the National Repubblim Senatorial Committee, which 
gave S 64,080 - desaiied By Reed as "sed money" - in October 19% 
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. . . RECORDS AESO S O W  TI3E CMusllAlV COALJTION in turn 
has made $31,000 in political contmbutiom, including s;U,ooO for what 
Reed called ".generic party-building" to a l d  Virginia Kqpublicax~ Party 
committee durkag last yeais  state legislative races. Those races were 
openly targeted by the Christian Cdt ion ,  whose wembexs dLbiuted 
thousands of p-family voter guides that were heavily tilted on behalf o€ 
local Republican candidates, a key facior, many Democrats said, in the 
COP picking up eight seats in the Virginia Senate. 

They ohpenly targeted me by using their phone banks srartixlg ita 
July 1991 and getting &heir votes to the polls, d h g  them as many as five 
times," said Moody E SMlings Jr., a Demoaatic state senator form Vbghia 
Beach who lost to a Christian CoaIition-ba&d Republican "I w d d  Brave 
to say they were a major factor in my defeat." lRobetson trumpeted the 
results of the Virginia state legislative races in a ffurnd-dsing letter on 
Christian Coalition stationery two months ago, noting the "stunning upset 
victory" of his forces in legislative d e c t i a ~ ~ s  in his home base d V i a  
Beach. "Ibis was the 6 s t  time that a Republican majority had be= deded 
from this city in over 100 yeas!" wobestson wrote. 

. . . Reed acknowledged in an interview Phat &e E is conducting 
a separate audit ob the Q u i s t h  Coalitim and Chat &e agency has p t  to 
approve its 1989 application for mIC(4) taxexempt status. Marcus Owens, 
director of exemption organizations for the WS, said &e la& of ip f d  
d ing  means that the organization can continue to raise and spmd money 
but may be liable for back tsxes if the WS detomhes that it did not 
q u w  for the exemption. . . "Certainly we would feel that providing; 
money to a garii& party is equivalent to pmvidhg it t~ a candidate. 
Pn OUT view, political party activities are dearly mpaign internention 
activity only slightly removed from the eangalgn." (The Wnshingfon Post, 
September 10,1992) 

# # # #  

. . . QUAYLE, PN F A n ,  hias been far ahead d fi pa&m h 
appealing to evangelical concerns. He h t  launched his assadt on the 
"cultural elite' nearly a year ago in SI Bttle-notd speech to Robertson's 
Christian Coalition, a group contending for csmatrol of 6.02. orh3;anizatiox~ 
in several states. Me elaborated on &at theme, and a-acted mom 
attention, at the Southern Baptists' annual meeting in June. Lately Bush 
has also been sinfig from the same hymnal - albeit in gentler tones. In 
July he appeared 
allegiance to most items on the reli@oras right's agenda. We also agreed to 
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LEVEL 1 - 27 7 STORIES 

Copyright (c) < 1988 > The Washington Post 

December 31, < 1988,> Saturday, Final Edition 

SECTION: FIRST SECTION; PAGE A3 
LENGTH: 528 words 
HEADLINE: FEC Fines Robertson <Campaign> $ 25,000; 
Commission Says TV Evangelist Filed as a <Presidential > Candidate a Year Late 
BYLINE: Charles R. Babcock, Washington Post Staff Writer 

BODY: 
The Federal <Election> Commission has fined the Re ublican <presidential> 

<campaign > of television evangelist <Pat Robertson > .! 25,000, saying he violated 
federal <election> law by filing as a candidate a year later than he should have. 

In a conciliation agreement signed by Robertson's <campaign> attorney, Marion 
Edwyn Harrison, the FEC said that "the context and content" of a Sept. 17, 
1986, broadcast Robertson made from Constitution Hall and a related direct-mail 
program "went beyond the testing of the feasibility of a <campaign.> . . .I' 

Robertsan said that night, in a speech beamed by satellire to 150,000 
supporters, that he would become a candidate if 3 million registered voters 
signed petitions saying they would back the effort. But he didn't officially 
file as a candidate or report how he was raising money until Oct. 15, 1987. 

FEC generai counsel Lawrence M. Noble noted that Robertson mailed out 
fund raising letre:s to 1.6 million people following the broadcast, including 
one that said contributors could claim a tax credit for a contribution of $ 50 
to a candidate. Robertson received more than $ 2.3 million from those solicitations. 

The agreement stated that Robertson's committee spent more than $ 5,000 in 
connection with the show and "Mr, Robertson became a candidate for the office of 
president approximately one y e a  earlier than the date on which he filed his 
statement of candidacy." In addition, it said, his <campaign> committee, 
Americans for Robertson, should have filed financial reports beginning at least 
with the 1986 year-end report. 

Harrison filed DaDers. including affidavits from Robertson and his <campaign> 
manger R. Marc Nuttle, contending the September 1986 event cost $4.2 million 
more than it raised, and h a t  his candidacy was clearly "conditioned" on what 
was termed 3 million "indications of support." Harrison said yesterday that this 
meant some of the indications of support were pledges instead of actual signatures. 

Harrison said that the FEC first wanted the Robertson <campaign> to pay a 
civil penalty "pretty close to double" the $ 25,000 in the senlement. He 
negotiated the price down, saying, "It gets to a point where the cost of 
settling is cheaper than the cost of litigation." 

delegates. The candidate has since returned as host of the "700 Club" on the 
Christian Broadcasting Network (CBN) he founded in Virginia Beach. 

investigation of a complaint from a California man, Harvey Furgatch. The FEC 
is conducting an audit of the Robertson <campaign> because it accepted several 

The fine is to be paid in six monthly installments of $4,166.66 starting Jan. I .  
Robertson's <campaign> raised and spent more than $ 20 million, but won few 

The fine on the late filing of his candidacy was the result of an FEC 

million dollars in public funds. 
In addition. the Internal Revenue Service has been auditing CBN to see if the 

Robertsoncontrolled <taxexempt> network was illegally Gding his partisan 
political work. That investigation started after disclosures that CBN had 
transferred millions of dollars to a connected group trying to register 
Christians to become Robertson delegates in the GOP primary in Michigan. 



. .  .. . 
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LEVEL I - 30 7 STORIES 

Copyright (c) < 1988> The Washington Post 

May 14, < 1988, > Saturday, Final Edition 

SECTION: EDITQRIAL; PAGE A25; FREE FOR ALL 
LENGTH: 606 words 
HEADLINE: Robertson's Money: For Television Or Politics? 

BODY: 
On the Free for All page April 30, <Pat Robertson> attempted to explain his 

"side of the story" on "whether millions of dollars spent by the Freedom 
Council, a <tax-exempt> foundation, controlled by Mr. Robertson, were spent for 
political purposes," as you accurately stated the matter in your editorial of 
April 25. But how does he defend taking $ 8.5 million in 1984, 1985 and 1986 - 
money given for the evangelistic and charitable work of the Christian 
Broadcasting Network -- to launch his <presidential campaign?> 

"In 1981, I formed the Freedom Council to fight religious injustice by prayer 
education and public and legal action. During most of the time thereafter, 
management and direction of the Freedom Council were in the hands of officers 
and directors other than myself," he said in his letter to The Post. 

In fact, the 1983 IRS return of the Freedom Council indicates that it had no : . income &d no expendirurw. Apparently, two years after its creation, the 
council was little m r e  than a legal entity in a desk drawer. Ah, but in 1984, 
it listed $ 6 9 0 , W  in revenues while it spent $ 1,271,080. (How that is 

I .: possib!e is not clear.) But the CBN tax return shows that $ 822,000 was "loaned" 
, 2:- to the Freedom Council -- funds that were never repaid. What happened to the 

.~ ~ other $ 132,000? That's unclear too. But in 1985, CBN made grants to the Freedom 
-:. Council of $ 4,632,000. That was the year that Robertson began his efforts to 
.~ ... seize control of the Michigan Republican Party. In 1986 came $ 3 million more. Why? 
.. ::.' . He candidly says, "In the fall of 1985, the Michigan Republican Party 
i :j announced an arcane program of precinct delegate selection that would allow 

delegates a voice in the <election> of state party officers and . . . in < 1988, > 
the delegates from Michigan to the Republican National Convention. . . . Since 
one of the goals of the Freedom Council was to tight for religious freedom 
through public action, it seemed perfectly appropriate under ZRS guidelines for 
the Freedom Council to educate and encourage people to participate on a 
nonpartisan basis in the political process. " 
Was Vice President George Bush or Rep. Jack Kemp opposed to "religious 

fredom"? The Freedom Council and Robertson never gave any evidence of it. Why, 
then, was it necessary to compete with Bush and Kemp for precinct delegates? The 
real reason is that Michigan was the first state to choose its delegation to the 
Republican National Convention. Robertson hoped to win Michigan and thereby have 
a punning start on the Iowa caucuses and the New Hampshire primary. In fact, by 
electing 4,000 precinct delegates - more than Bush or Kemp - he was able to 
take over the state Republican committee. Gregory Jackson, the Freedom Council's 
last executive director. told me that when he tried to overrule certain 
expenditures as being "too political" for a nonprofit, nonpartisan group like 
the Freedom Council, Robertson overmled him, saying, "Greg, we need to do 
this." Jackson also says that "Pat had no legal authority in the Freedom Council 
after the fall of 1985, but he called all the shots the whole time I was there. 
When I told him about the IRS investigation [of its funding], he shut it down in 
a day." So much for Robertson's claim that the council's management was in the 
hands of others. 

Robertson claims that the "work of the Freedom Council was fully within legal 
and ethical guidelines." But did the 500,000 people who contribute to the 
Christian Broadcasting Network give $ 8.5 million for Robertson to run for president? 

- Michael J. McManus 

Michael J. McManus writes a syndicated column on ethics and religion. 
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ifie ctisw: No ‘p 

By Richanl E. Coben 

Citizen Action, a prominent liberal ac- 
tivist group, has in recent years me- 
thodically broadened the scope of its 
activities from legislative lobbying to 
the national elactoral arcna, with con- 
siderable succcss. 

But some of the tactics used by the 
Chicago-based organization-whose 
leadership will be convening in Wash- 
ington in mid-June to plot presidential 
ccrnpaign strategy-have come under 
intense scrutiny. And same of C i h  
Action’s Republican targets have 
charged that it is violating federal clac- 
tion and tax laws. 

Citizen Action is a national C- 
alition of state-baxd groups that 
embraces prog?esivc-siy!e poli- 
tics and uys 8 grass-roots a p  
prmch to frequently get its way 
with lawmakm. In its assertive- 
ness. it paral!els many other tax- 
exempt coalitions that have be 
come pointedly more partisan. 
But few of the other groups have 
attracted such hersh criticirm. 

Senate Republicans call the 
complex C i h  Action web of 
organizations a “sham.” “Citizen 
Action has been skirting laws that 
r d c t  the activities of taxu- 
empt corporate groups,” said 
Benjamin Ginsbcrg, the National 

tee’s legal counsel. “And its mas- 
sive political contacts with non- 
members me illegal corporate 
contributions that escape full 
public disclosure.” 

Critics pounce on n classi6ed 
advativmcnt Lhat the national 
ann of Cilizat Action recently 
ran in T)re Wmhingron Paw, A- 

Republican Senatorial Commit- 

president and political director of Citi- 
zen Action, dismissed Kasten’s criti- 
cism, saying, “We only usc the orga- 
nization’s resources to communicate 
with our members on behalf of a can- 
didate.” Communications with the 
public, he said, are made through affil- 

’iated political action committees 
(PACs). “We are not unique. We are 
important bsause we are effective and 
are tFying to bring people into the po- 

like it when they are attacked in the 
litical process.. . .Republicans don’t his case, which resulted 

al staffreview. until two 

tion’s emergence% a d f y  
al progressive movement 

ten challenged the 
group’s attacks in October 1986 by 13- 

Robert Vi IcarteD Jr. 
Has challenged group’s tax-exempt status 

c ing students who can cam up to 
S400a weekthissummato“helpe1ect 
a Democrat io the White House” by 
joining its “community outreach” 
Stafl. 

”This is not a nonpadsan group,” 
said Sen. R o b  -a. Kasm Jr.. R- 
W& who prompted the GOP inquiry 
following attacks against him in his 
1986 reelection campaign by Wiscon- 
sin Action Coalition. part of the Citi- 
zen Action network. ‘The idea that 
they BIC trying to elect a presidential 
candidate is outside the spirit-nnd 

m y b e  the latcr-of the law.” 
Robat M. Brandon. who is via 

/ 

has made it a growing politilidca: 
force. By becoming increaringiy 
involved in national campaigns. 
dong with ram for local offices 
its leaden say they have been 
shifting the national debate away 
from the policies of thc Reagan 
Administration. 

According to C i C i  Action’s 
promotional materials. the net- 
work in 1986 supported Demo- 
cratic candidates for the -ate in 
Georgia, Marbland, North Caro- 
lina, Pennsylvania, South Da- 
kota, Washington and Wisconsin. 
I ~ F  impact has bem trumpeted by 
~ t i o n a l  political rrportm. in- 
cluding Washington Post colum- 
nist David S. Broder. who called 
the state groups “a growing PO- 
litical presence and force in the 
country.” 

The Midwesr Academy, a M- 
tional training center for C i t h  
Action’s political foot soldim, 
has scheduled a retreat in Wnsh- 
ington on lune 17-19 to discuss 
this year’s presidential campaign 
and to set strategy for the Dan6 
cratic convention and &e el=. 

tion. At a separate meeting in the CSpi. 
tal slated for June 19. the Citizen 
Action board may decide to endow 
the D c m m t i c  presidential nominee, 
Brandon said. Four yean ago. che 
group endoned Democrat Walter E 
Mondde for President 

Despite t h e  nationally focural 
campaign activities, Citizen Action k 
betier known on Capitol W for its 
lobbying on behalf of issues such as 
energy regulation, toxic waste disposal 
nnd health care. Brandon said that the 
group fought for expanded prescnp- 

(cuntinued on p. 1550) 



icoriiinuedjmm p. 1548) 
tion drug coverage in the catastrophic 
illness insurance legislation, which 
Congress cleared in early June. 

Citizen Action affiliates pursue sim- 
ilar agendas in nearly two dozen states. 
“We are a federation of statewide citi- 
zen organizttions,” Brandon said. 
“Most of our work is done at the state 
lcvd and is directed to legislative activ- 
ities.” The slate groups make wide w 
of neighborhood canvassers to gener- 
ate grasj-roots support among mem- 
bus and n o n m c m m  
Citizen Action was first organizod 

in 1980 to pursue state issues on a na- 
tional level. It i e C d V a  dues fiom its 
state chapters, wSich have 1.6 million 
members. Heather Booth. the national 
president, works out of Citizen Ac- 
tion’s Chicago o&icc. 

n e  national group also has worked 
clowly with and has rsdved financial 
assistance from other organizations, 
includine the National Council for Se- 
nior Ci& and several 
Citizen Action’s 
Washington offices 
nre in the Interna- 
tional Asscciation of 
Machinists building; 
io January, Citizen 

ists president William 
W. Winpisinger its 
frrst lifetime achieve 
m a t  award 

Also providing sub 
stantial aid to Citizen 
Action have been the 

who arc known for 
their aggressive legis- 
lative and electoral 
tactics on k u s  that 
affea than, sucb as 
their opporition to aa- 
t i d  pmduct liability 

Action @VC ms~hin- 

d O Q ’ S  bid hWyCC5, 

! labor unions. 

yen. by moving away from a fault sys- 
tem..’ he said. 

In 1987, Brobyn’s group merged 
forces with several other organiza- 
tions, including Citizen Action and the 
Illinois Public Action Council, to form 
the Coalition for Safe and Responsible 
Railroads. The council was paid 
$50.000 to prepare a document on rail- 
road safety, which includes data on 
railroad accidents. “I found than an 
excellent organization,” Brobyn said. 

Citizen Action issued a statement in 
Washington on May 26 miticking 
Kasten for supporting an Caort by 
Amrrak to change the Federal Em- 
ployes’ Liability Act, the 80-yeadd 
law governing railway workers’ injury 
cases. “Kasten’s amendment on Am- 
trak is clearly intended by the rail in- 

dustry to be a foot m Uie door towards 
ehlunating tkA stringent d a y  law,” 
said Creamer, he& 3f the Illinois Pub- 
lic Action c3ouncil. 

Included in the materials was a 
four-Dane briefing paper on the danger 

IegiSlatiOU 
Citizen Action has maintained an 

specially active &tionship with a 
narmw segment of the trial lawyer 
community, the appmximatcly 90 at- 
torneys who r e p m i  milroad union 
members in Wity c a s .  Robat J.F. 
Brobyn, a Philadelphia hwym who is 
chairman of the group thtt caUs itself 
Campaign for Safe Railroads, d d  that 
it was organircd in 1986 in mponsc to 
eITorts by the nation’s railroads to n- 
place the existing liability coverage for 
rail workers with a form of workers’ 
compensation 7 b i s  would be tmd for 
the employees and bad for their iaw- 

of railroads, which cited the lllinois 
group’s study, and criticism of b t e n  
by Jeff Eaw, executive director of the 
Wsoonsin Action Coalition. “Maybe 
ouractiwtissavetheintemtsoftrial 
l a w y a ”  Eagaa said in an interview. 
“But QW p u p  is broad-based. We’re 
like Noah% ark.” Creamer and Eagan 
held thrrc press codaence across 
Wismh.rin to trumpel their study. 

Kristen rrrpondcd with a statement 
by James T. S i  his pres  xcretary. 
This libaal political group isn’t 
rcprrvatiag the public safety so much 
8s they are trial lawyers who are ex- 

ploiring the present outdated railroad 
workers’ Compensation system.” Sms 
said. “The group’s shrill contention 
that safety will be undermined is a m -  
pletely unfounded.” Kasten, who is 
ranking Republican on the a m -  
merce, Science and Transpo!Xation 
Subcommittee on Surface Transporta- 
tion, has not introduced legislation, 
but he has discussed Amtrak’s request 
for a three-year trial period with a 
workers’ compensation system. 

The 1986 campaign opposition IO 
Kasten was anolher example of the 
Ciitizen Action-labor-trial lawyer con- 
nection. Kastm’s opponent was Ed 
Garvey. a trial lawyer who previously 
served as the outspoken executive di- 
rector ofthe National Football League 
Players Association. 

In its 1986 campaign against Ks- 
ten, for example, the Wisconsin Ac- 
tion Coalition ran radio advcrtise- 
men& criticizing his v o t s  on social 
security. “We watched the blending of 
the Garvey campaign and Wisconsin 

Action Coalition,” 
h 1 e n  said. figan 
has denied the charge: 
his group’s responses 
on Kasten’s complaint 
to the federal agencies 
remain private. 
Similar controversy 

surrounded the 1986 
campaign against  
W P  Sen. Slade Oor- 
ton by Washington 
Fair Sham-another 
part of the network. 
Gorton lost and is 
making a comeback 
attempt this ycar. And 
the Missouri Citizen/ 
Labor Coalition held 

highlight the cam- 
paign contributions 
from toxic waste 

d u m p  received by Senate W P  can- 
didate Chsistopher S. (Kit) Bond. 

publican s-7latorial COrmniW plans 
soon to file tax and election-law com- 
plaints against the Citizen Action net- 
work and that he may pursue legisla- 
tive action to prevent what he s m  85 
abuses by tax-exempt groups. T % e  
citizen-volunteer aura that these 

fraudulent,” he said. “We are going to 
expose them for what they a r d v -  

dates.” 

pnss coIlfe.rence to 

Kasten said that the National R b  

goups uy to cloak lhemxlves in is 

ists supponing Democratic can&- 
P 
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.S 6504 RESSIBIVAI. RECORD- SEN 
MccoDINEtt Mr. Presidmz. I 

themselves. M y  o m  experience - 
mc I t  tr unllke1p tM !.hi3 wm be 
agreed to. That Is why I support th16 
nmendmm& It ntFu nllm far some 
aoonymms a n n o w  to sling mud. 
but at least lt reauires that  the caodc 
datespons4rhgLTbeidentw 

This blD In t-falb PD desarture f m m  
CunenEdisclcSurranddbdlai 
theory. It slmply translates the IWon 
al thumbnail photos and unreadable 
newsprint disclaimers Lnto the r d y  
o f 8  dlsclnb~w that  V 0 t c D  can in lacr 
m k .  

T w i l l  never Iorpet the  demonstration 
CJI one anedia cansullant who tried to 
talk me Into ruMLng negatsve anonp-  
mmm ads. Wlth great DMe he showed 
me how he coald uunordlage the  back- 
ground af t h e  tiny phOe0 and n e s s  
print disclaher now realllred 1Lo make 
Uaem unreadable.Be put lt tm the test 
by telling people in ad- where h 
uas, b e  yllscwl the  ad four times inn  
m. Ent 3? cut of ftve people could 
no: 0: EdentLf the  discisimer. 

-me w:n? 5- h that EcmLtJry to 
the stated ywvose of current hw, 'RC 
have ao d I . . e r  requirement. In 
fact. amendment does nothlng 
more than remgnize nnd tOrrect the 
currenc'g dellciency In existing dis- 



May 23,1991 

None of thls acUvtty-I repeaL none of 
this actlvtty-Is publlcly disclosed. All 
of lt Is Conducted beneath t h e  radar of 
the  Federal Election C ~ m m l s s l ~ ~  Ex- 
perts have submJtLed that about half 
the total money Swnt In the Last preb 
ldential election was soft money, uare- 
~orted. undisclosed. unlimited. some of 
it by political patties. Much of thst, 
however. was &closed. kmllons by the 
nonparts proups 

One reawn why these organizations 
can afford such massive stealth cam- 
paigns b that they are mbsidlzed 
through their tsk exemption. In other 
words. we are forcing the Americnn 
taxpayer to help subsldlze the mfe 
money black market. MY amendment 
corrects thIa outrageous anorrmlp in 
the tax law. If you are amlust taxpay- 
er flnanclng. .sa most Americans an. or 
lf YOU rue 6imply against continuing 
thls tax break for soft money. you 
should vote for thls amendment. If 
you thlnk soft money deserves a tax 
eremptlon. then obvlously you wlll be 
apalnst thb amendment. But. lf we are 
sohz to aei serirl?s %bout ellmlnatlnn 

Wtienever o new measure Is In- 
dum! there b always some concern 
about what  the language means and 
how the c o w  Prill bterpret It The 
Democratfc leader and I discussed ulls 
last summe? d u r h  ulls debate. For 
dmpllcl ty  make. my -mendment adopts 
the exact same language that defines 
the wrmlsslble acUvltlen of charitable 
organizations set forth ln &Ion 
501tc)(3) of the Tax Code. TNS lm- 
w e  b old. tested. nnd true. ln fact. 
It was drafted and offered In 1854 by 
then Senatcr Lyndon Johnson. since 
the& tNs language has been upheld 
repeatedly in the courts and refined 
by 35 years of Ju&cisl lnterpretatloa 

For example. although tax-free cor- 
wratlonn are banned from htervenlng 
In ~olltlcal compsigns. they are never- 
theless free to conduct voter education 
promam on the poslUons of candi- 
Ckr- 50 long 88 the DrOgram hJUdeS 
both slder Under thls language. tnr- 
free WmOratlOnS free to hold de- 
bates wtth the candldata and pubIic 
Lo- on issues without Jeopwdldng 
thelr tax status 

Eoatever. such debates and forums 
must be impprttal and fair to both cm- 
&dates. That la hardly much to ask in 
return for a tar brealr On the other 
hand. If the tax-free eorporatlon 
wants to run at- Dbone banks or 
send h ~ t e  about i par~c~lar  can- 
didate, It is free to do so. buC It must 
plve ug Ita exemption fmm taxa. Or., 

dent. It needa to set up a 
Uti& committee, a nonwnuected PAC 
whkh Sn of us Meve  wiIl stlll be SI- 
l o ~ e d  no matter what leglslation we 
pass. and revort activltlea to the FEC, 
In other won3s. the soft money la wn- 
verted Into hard money. 

If orsaabatlon wants to run a 
neeativwamwl medla c+nps.lgn 

Uad this la VWY important. MLr. 

VGPIESSIQNAL RECORD - SEN 
auatnst a candidate. lt Ls free to do 60. 
Gt the tnxpyers w i ~  no lower be re 
quired to subsldke It .  
Ii my amendment becomes law. soft 

money loses Its tax exemption. It Is 8s 
&simple aa that. 

Finally. kt me mention one other 
Important thlng my amendment does. 
There are a number of tarexempt 
groups that conduct voter reglabatdon 
drives. That Ls an admirable and much 
needed actlo?tY In these dam O f  a- 
lng voter turnout But, them is a rk?& 
of pollUcal motivation wlth voter 
drives. gspeclally when the money 
paying for the aeUvlty is donated or 
raised by a candidate. My amendment 
ellmlnates that rlsk by '&Mng &was' 
the tax exemptlon of any group that 
conducts VOWJ registration or retout- 
the-vote drives while howiwly- 
Imowingly-sccepeirrrc money irorn a 
candldate for Federal offlce. 
ln other words, a taxexempt m u p  

xnay not ask a candidate to sollclt 
funds on I t s  behalf or coaperate wi th  a 
sollcltation and then turn around and 
do voter reglstratlon and uet-out-the- 
vote actlyities. 

Mr. Presldent. how much tlme do I 
have rematning7 
The PRESlDDING OFFXCER The 

Senator form Kentucky lvla 7 minutes 
and 65 seconds. 

&der of my time. 
Mr. MccONNELL I reserve the re- 

The PRESIDINO OpFIcE3R Who 
ylelds time? 
Mr. BOREX. I yleld myself such 

tfme W I d g h t  tequtre. 
Mr. Presldent. I thlnh there Is an 

honesE mlsundershnding and mlsun- 
derstandlng of what the current law is 
by the author of the amendment In 
all due respect. TNS is an amendment 
that I hope my colleagues WU look at 
very carefully and understand what 
we are dolng here. Thh Is Bn amend- 
ment on which I really feel o b W  
to rake a red nag. and I hops that 
those staff members who are I l & ? d ~ ?  
ta this discussion and Members who 
are ustenlng to this dlscusslon in thelr 
offlces will really way aUentlon to 
what ehls amendment arill actuallz do. 
bemuse I thhk lf they do ~ 8 p  atten- 
Uon to the actual effect of khla amend- 
ment. there is rn way that they would 
want to approve I t  

What are the facts? Under the cur- 
rent law, 501(cH3) charitable ormmhL- 
Uons-these BIP orgeulzatfons that we 
nonprofit chadtahle orgapizatlom 
that have a total tax deduction that 
are organized to be charities-may not 
participate or Intervene in any wUtl- 
arl camvai@u on behall 02 oh in oppoal- 
Uon to a ~ y  arndldate for public afflcC. 
And If they do so, they can lose their 
taxexempt statu& I do not thlnk. m. 
Bresldent, that anyone would argue 
with that. 

But what  this amendment would do 
fs extend that same rule to M)ltel or- 
gdzations. WUc) organlzatlons. 
opposed to purely charitable organtza- 
tlons &e. let us say. the Salvation 
A m y  or mme organlzdon llke that, 

but they on not necess& charlth 
These ue the klncta of orndntbna 
that include dvlc and busin- leaeue4 
labor U P L O L ~  amicultural onrmlza- 
Urn. v e t e m  ormdzatlane. fmierml 
sodetles acld the &e. the Amuiicen 
Zedon the BFW. the Farm Bureau. 
tbe Farmers Unlon-these kin& of or- 
ganlzatlons-the Natlonal RUle A?rso- 
dat loa for e m l e .  lbese u e  the 
kin& of olganlzatlons that are WUcJ 
orgauhtlons. They are clvlc omanha- 
tlons. fraternal organlzselonr;; the7 an 
not charitle8. per se 

"he 50ltc) orssnlzatlona are nlrew 
taxed on any political actfvlty. The 
current tax law under m l o n  5XXn of 
the Internal Revenue Code reautrpS 
that tan exempt M)l(c) organizations 
gny taxes on thnt portlon oi thefr 
lncomc devoted to political actlvltk~. 
Ro we have already taken care. -en- 
tLRply. of i%z problem that fa W g  de- 
&bed by the tienstor from Ken- 
tucw 60llcX3) chantable o-- 
tiOCl.3 Sblph' CaUIlOt  D"AkiWtC fn the 
pob~lcal process for or azamst can&- 
&tea or they lose their tax e m u t  
dstus; 501(c) organizations. Y thei :et 
Involved for 9~ sgrrfnst arndkl~tes in 
polltlarl actlvltles a- tax& upon 
those actlvlt.les and, therefore. a r ~  not 
treated as tax exempt 

But what wou!d the amendment do 
If it b &iOpt-?d? And thlS b What I 
hove. Mr. Sreslder', that Memlwrs 
will pay close attentloo to and realls 
conslder before they vote an this 
amendment. The effect of the McCon- 
neU amendment. U it is adovted. would 
b that, for example. these o&- 
Uons. which I W c d  about. could not 
Inform thek own Members about go- 
lltical Issues and the wlltlcal records 
of candidates A v e t e m  O I w A Q h t l 0 4  
for example. could not M o m  Ita 
membership that (B m o d  Cnn- 
aldnte la o p m d  to and votes 
all veterans programs. The Nst lod  
R u e  Assoclntloa or an assoclatlon C 2  
the other slde of that h u e .  dedfcated 
to changes In the gun laws could nCt 
Inform Welr a m  members d the 
rem& or points of dew of M~~ 
of Congress or oandldates on issues re- 
lated e0 m control, for example. "he 
Farmers Unlon and the Farm Buffau 
could not Inform the members of their 
organhtion M to the posltlon or 
votlop records of Members of Congretr, 
or their opponents related to m c u l -  
tural issues. Nor could they run edIt0- 
rhls of make other commenta or de- 
SCrtpUve comments to thelr own m a -  
b in relrrtlo&Jp to pendinif issues 
before the Congress t b t  Inkht be 
urnsldered to be wlltlcal 
Mr. President I do not thlat any af 

UB want to go that far. ]I donot think 
we want 00 80 w) far aa to sap LB the 
American Legion ar the VPW. for en- 
ample, deddea they want to WOW 
the members of v o U w  issues of M a -  
bers of Congress they lome their 
enrire tax-exempt status and are tared 
on everythlnS they do, baudins bene- 



S 6506 
flclal p ~ ~ ~ a m s  to help the veterans of 
tNs country. 1 use that as an example. 

Thls certainly is the ca5e of throw- 
lna out the baby wlth the bath water. 
The appropriate thing to do Is that U 
the VFW. or the American Legion. or 
the Farm Bureau. or the MA. or any 
other organization decldes to.get Id- 
volved for or agalnst polltical cundl- 
dates In t e r n  of supportlng them and 
spending money on campaigns. those 
political LIctlvltles we taxed that that 
organlzatlon Is not treated IU tax- 
exempt lor that purpose. 

I do not thlnk we want  to go 80 far 
8s to-we have heard so much about 
the freedom of speech and freedom of 
expression lrom those on the other 
slde durlng the course of thls debate- 
mumile orsnnfiatlons which are bash 
service and fraternal or~anlzatlons 
from communlcatlng wlth thelr own 
mernbtm for example, about the 
votlng records and the posltlons whlch 
Members of Congress have taken on a 
partlcular Issue. That Is gohg too far. 

I w e  Members before they vote to 
cons!der how they are g o b  to go back 
and explain to the members cf t k  
-9oerlcan Legion. for e x s c l e .  vhy 
theg voted to away thelr right 50 
commutlcate wlth their own members, 
or U they do comuunkate with thelr 
own members on Issues of the day 
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thes are golng to take away their t&- 
exempt stattrs. 
In fact. we haw also heard a ~ood 

de& about we do nut want any t&i In- 
crease. Senator PACKWOOD came to the 
floor and sald we were raismg taxes if 
we took away the tax subs1d.v now 
belnng given to lobbying OrganlzatIOnS. 
masslve amounta of money lobbyhg 
Congress each year. $100.000 a year 
lotbyins organlzatlons, piving for 
thelr lobbying actlvitlea 
The Senator from Oregon said 

durlng thnt debate that that was a tax 
Inmarc Certainly. U that was a tsr 
Increase. whlch I ullnh Is subject to 
some auestlon. if we are K O ~ K  to here 
apply the same rulerc across the board 
to impose taxes on the American 
Legion for example. for communlcat- 
&16 with thelr own members about DO. 
litlcal matters and ~ I v i n g  the recorda 
of candldat.6~ by taking away their 
tax-exempt status, that would certain- 
Igbeatax. 
60. Mr. Presldent, while I think. un- 

doubtedly. thk amendment Is well-in- 
tentioned. lt has some very unlntendgd 
carnuen- It Is KO- to end Up pe- 
nelMne and p ~ n l ~ h l n g  5 0 1 ~  oreanl- 
catlons for communlcatlng with their 
own members and for sharlug Infor- 
matton about. fop example. vothg 
recordsof nu Of UQ 

I Lhlnlr the Amerlmi Legion ought 
to be able to communicate wIth 111l of 
its membem and to be able to say that 
Senator X or Senator Y have been 
votlng consistently against the veter- 
nns or for them. or Senator X or hls 
ovrmnent IUC taking differing W- 
Uom on very Impor&nt veterana' 
fsrmeo of lntereat to the Amerlcan 
Leeion That Is hfonnative.-I thhk 

the Farmers Vnlon or the Farrn 
Bureau or the American Agriculture 
Movement. or any other group in a@- 
culture. for example. ought to have 
the same privilege. 
So I urge Members to vote down thls 

nmendment offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky. I think we have a 80- 
lutlon to the problem already In the 
Tax Code. It Is merely a matter o¶ en- 
forcement. 
The SOltc)(3) orgsanlzations devoted 

to charity loose ~ ehelr tax-exempt 
status if they do ensage ln this hlnd 0f 
political activity: SO)ltc)(t) orpentul- 
tlons are taxed up to the amount of 
thelr wlitlcal actlvlty. We do not 
make them taxable on evergthlng lust 
because they do attempt to communi- 
cate wlth their own members and pro- 
vide Information to the& own mem- 
bers about the Issues of todm and the 
records of candidates and records of 
Members. 
60. Mr. President. all I would 880 bs 

Members should read the flne prini of 
thk amendment before they vote on I t  
because It goes much further than we 
should EO in terms of constraining 
freedombf assoclatlon in this country. 

I reserve the remalnder of my t h e .  
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SEELBY). W h o  yields time? 
Mr. McC0"EL.L.  Mr. Presldent. 

freedombf asociatlon In this countn. _. - _ _ _ _  . . - . - . 
I reserve the remalnsr o imy- th i .  
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Mr. McC0"EL.L.  Mr. Presldent. 

SEELBY). W h o  yields time? 

the Senstor from Kentucky Is tempted 
to say "There you go again" to the 
Senator from Oklahoma Readim 
again %%e Law Of Tax-Ekempt Or& 
nlurtlons, there is not go- to be any 
prohlbftion wainst operations notify- 
ing thelr members. 

The IIRS voter edueatlon Buldelines 
are clear. It says that they m y  notify 
thelr membem. oive them the voting 
records of all incumbents; candidates 
for reelection will not be Identifled. 
3. No comment will be made on an InciIvld- 

ural's overall aunllflcatlon for pubUc office 
1. No 6tatemenLg expressly or hpUedly. 

endorsing or rejectIns mg Lncumbent ea rn 
erndfdnte for publlc ofIlce arlu be offered. 

5. No comparison of Incumbents with 
other cs[tdlda~es wiJJ be made. 

It goes on down through No. 8. -Mr. 
Presldent. 

It Is very clear, Mr. President. that 
groups WW be able to contlnue to 
notify thelr members of the voting 
records of candfdates. It is right here. 
It Is wellastabllshed law. 

In addition. Mr. President, the other 
slde 6rsuea thb amendment Is not nec- 
e f i s ~ ~ ~ r  SlnQ all taxexempt orpanlza- 
tions are already 8ubJect to tax on 
their political sctivitlea Section 527 of 
the InteW Revenue Code to whlch 
the other side refers Imrmses a mwhl 
tax on tamexempt corporatlonn that 
attempt to Influence m electton. How- 
ever, that tsx b applied to the l e r  
of. one, how much money Is spent di- 
rectiy on the polltfeal sctIvity. though 
not Includlng overhead or ddnhtra- 
tlve casts; or two, the corporation's hn- 
vestment hcome for the year. . 
ThLs en& up belng a very spnall 

mount,  hardly reflectins the corpora- 
tion's total financial oommltment to 

political activities and MWY such tax- 
exempt organizations Just consider 
thls tax to be a cost of doing business 
in the soft money black market. 

&I other words, the code section to 
whlch m y  friend from OklahOm8 
refers has virtually no Impact on tax- 
exempt soft money. MY amendment. 
on the other hand, completely ellmi- 
nates the tax exemptlon for orsanlza- 
tlons that conduct soft money aCtlvl- 
tles. But. Mr. President. a3 that does 
Is make the organlzatlon choose: 
either give up its tax exemptlon. 
which I suspect none of them will 
choose to do, or get aut of the soft 
money black market by stopplng such 
activities altogether and setting UP a 
separate polltlcnl activity. IU many of 
the organlzatlons do today. a separate 
nonconnected PAC-they do that 
today-which convert8 thelr aCtlViUeS 
from soft money Into hard money. 
When that happens. Mr. Presldent, 
then It Is on the FEC report. The 
black market Is gone. The ?roup stlll Is 
allowed to gartlcipate but It ~cPeici- 
patea through hard money. When the 
soft money Is converted to hard 
mane!, It becomes W ? e d  and dlls- 
closed like everybody else's mntCbu- 
tlon So this ts not golng to ImpaC. ad- 
versely any of these organlzstiom 
except thst they get out of the mft 
money market and PadkIDfJte 
through hard money. like everybody 
else h America outslde the taa ex- 
emption. 

Thls thought that churches. fm- 
ers' cooperatives. veterans' groups. nnd 
other orgmmt.1ons that play nn im- 
portmt part in the process are goha? 
to somehow be handicapped b lust 
sImply wrong. Civic organhtfons have 
always played an lmportsnt role In 
ptonmlng political involvement and 
educating votes in a falr, u n b W  
m y .  That bind of activity Is not soft 
money. Mr. Presldent. ahere Is noth- 
Lng Gong wlth it. My amendment 
would not affect It II! my m y .  

civil woups. churches. and any 
other organizations formed under the 
tax-exempt corporatlon law would -be 
free to conduct voter regIstrat lOrL 
voter education. candidate fopums. 
candidate debates. campllation of 

tionnairs, among other pol i t ld  activi- 
tles. without, 1 repeat without. leoP 
ardfiine thelr tax exemption. Howev- 
er, ehese actlvlttea must be, 8s they 
should be, nonpnrtlsan. unblased and 
fair to both sldes 
If. on the other hand, a *urexempt 

organlzatlon wants to support one can- 
didate over another, or one party over 
anether, and do maillnss 01 phone 
bnnks or leafleting or statewide Dress 
conferences on behaU of that posttion. 
that becomes clearly soft money and 
the taxpayer should not be forced to 
subsldlze It thruugh a lucratlse tax ex- 
emptloa That Is all my amendment 
doeS 

Let me add that iX any of these tax- 
exempt groups want to set up a sew- 

VOt- reCO& and Candidate Q u e  

i 



rate political d o n  c0mmItee to 
engage In poUtlcal activltles. they mas 
do so under m y  amendment but In 
effect wha% that does l s  turn a goit 
money netlvity Into a hard money 8c- 
tivlty. That h desirable. Mr. &&dent. 

The FEC report would mean - 
thing lf the McConneU amendment 
would be adopted. You would be able 
to plck UP an FEC report and you 
would Rally kuow what ts be- spent. 
and It WOUM have no adverse impsd 
whatsoever on these tax-exempl orga- 
nlzltlona It they wanted to p w -  
pate In politics. they aould simply do 
If through a hard money s&fvlty 
rather than a soft m e y  activity. It 
does not prohibit thek wmmunlcattng 
wlth their members. or doing most of 
the thhm that they do m y  are 
nonpar&an. 

But when they step over bto the 
partlsan field, Xr. President, they 
ought to be on the same footing 88 ev- 
erybody else In the Amerlcsn polltlcal 
office, through Wted and disallowed 
mr.tributions reported to the FEC 
That is all this does. Any effort to 
eharactew it 0th- In an e&temDlt 
to scam Meabexs of thls body iato 
thtnklng that they sre mstiug e pote 
against the v e t e m  of Arnerisa or 
any other tax-exempt group. That Is 
ahsurd. 

They wiil dill be able to function Ln 
a nonuarlkan way m d  keep thelr tax- 
exempt status. But when they start 
desi+ing to operate on behali of D par- 
Uculsr candidate, or P palcular 
party. they must set UP a noncom&- 
ed PAC, whkh none of ua bellere can 
be obollshed by any legislation that we 
~ a s a  mnverthg that acUvity into a 
hard money actlvlty. therefore Wted. 
disclosed, and on the PEC forms like 
everybody else b America 
MI. President, how much t h e  do I 

have rema(nlnp 
The ~ L D L N O  OFFICER I 

mlnute. 30 seconds. 
Mr. McCONNELL I reserve the re- 

malnder of my time. 

ylelds W e ?  

Colleamue. the dulngukhed Senator 
from T a a s  
Mr. BENTSEN. Thank YOU l7m 

much. 
I wee my friend fxom Kentucky 

wants to kill this bllL It B great way 
to hill it because I t  wlll obviously be 
loosellpped on the Eouse side. Tax 
legislation has (a originate ca the 
R O U S e  slde md not on thle sfde. 

We have been through t h l a  before. 
Article t, section 7 of the  Constitution 
8pecLfie8 all bills for rakdng revenues 
shaU or&inate in the House of Repre- 
sentativea 

I must W you the Eowe of Repre 
sentatives feels very atmngly &out 
thh. They are very zealous in protect 
lng that particular prerogative. 

&me Senaton may wonder whether 

The PRESIDINO OFFlCER. Who 

b¶r. BO-. I yield 5 mlnuta, to 

that origination c&e gives too much 
power and privilege to U)e House. But 
I remhd Senators ehat the constitu- 

tion itself gnvvldes th6r ~ W W J  cer- 
taln X?rerogatiPgao tal kweacb- 
nients respomlbLli0 to uive advise 
and wment to to aw.oi& 
ments of Ambssssdors supreme Court 
Justices. and other afibeg .& the 
unlted states. 

I have been Xrustrated mpselp at 
tlmes when sen'ing in thb body and BS 
ehalrmaa of the Rnance Cmmittee 
wlth our inabMty to send Smanbezed 
revenue b U  over to the B m e  and 
axzed up that proeegg But these me 
the rerlitles 

The bottom llne Is I t  k not our 
choice to observe the Qnstltsttkm'a 
limitations In this case. It b not B 
questlon of whether we like the a48. 
nizatlon dame. The R o w  is g o U  to 
insist on meir pmrogstives la uhk 
CBSe. 

The merita of the pmenaent hae 
n o w  to do u%b It. All thla mend-  
ment can do Is huI the bill W e  voted 
on thls last year. Lt was a mlxtnntaal 
.voteagalwtLt.Itwaasb$~411.Ib89QO 
my friend from Kentucky that did not 
Zflect on the rmbstsnce. 8nd the 

against csmxmim reform. to aote 
against this amendment+ 
When he proposes legisletlon Ute 

Ws.  arithcut movins provlsslom 
through the wnunlttee, that Is not the 
m y  the committee system works The 
pumse of banng eommlttma h to 
allow those arith the ewertlse and the 
erperieaoe ln that pSmnuaZ area to 
&e It 6 close look, to see whether it 
merits spprwat then bring it before 
thlsbodpto try to BtrIlreobalsncebe- 
tween the competlw pmpaspls. That 
ts the best overall mlicy. 

Mr. MccoNNELE I! the LSenstor 
from Kentucky were aIlosred to 
nuntlf~ hls amendment ta make it a 
oenseof-t.tl&enat.? reaOlUtfOri, woald 
the Gemtor Prom T e w  then supgDrt 
the arne~dment ol the E e W  lrona 
Kentucky? 

to the Senator 
from Kentucky. Ln all candor, I did not 
give that much a.tteneton to the sub- 
stance beerruse & was 80 obviomly 
loose Upped, and 1 rsII lnto that One 
before. I have been up wainst this 
maw times. 88 the Senator from Ken. 
tucky know& and he ~ ~ J C I  too. Some- 
times it Is e bit OP a gutdown for ua 
But that fa it. 

Mr. BE". I 

I&. GS~ONNELL The senator 
would not o b l d  if L In order to meet 
hla technical mncem, mnstitutiord 
concern, b p l g  moWy my amend- 
ment to d e  It a semf-the.Senate 
resolution? 
Mr. B E " .  I would reseme the 

right to oblect for Ehe manmer of tha 
b f i  on ttih-side. I would n o t - c o ~  
on the substance of the W e .  
Mr. BOREN. Mr. Presldenr I would 

be const&ed to object d&ua 1 
object also to the Isubstcmcc of the 
matter. I lwkzd at the Internal Rev* 
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what we should try to do as we go into 
the wnference committee is work on 
some other reasonable approach. I 
think again thls Is the kind of matter 
that we would want o w  experts In the 
Flnance Committee to have an oppor- 
tunity to look at and to constm~t. 

The mLESIDIN0 OFFICER. Thirty  
minutes equally dfvided. 
Mr. McCONNEXL 1. too. would llke 

to get somethine to eat, like the Sena- 
tor. P recommend that we go into a 
~uorum call untll the vote starts at 
1:30 and handle the last three amend- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Mr. MCCONNELL Mr. President 
Senetor's t h e  has expired 

menta light after the votes. 

B d P l a n  
Mr. BOREN. I thlnlc that would be a 

Mr. Pwfdent. I ask unanimous con- So, the motion to lay on the table 
the amendment (No. 262) was agreed 

the Issue I8 quite simple. "lis -i&iid: 
ment doea no? prohlblt m y  SOl(c). not 
a -le one of them. from setting up a 
nonconnected polltlcal action commit- 
tee whlch would operate In hard 
moneJr that fs. llmfted and dixlosed 
and on the FM: report llke everybody 
eke in America. It would not r e a m  

sent that o puorurn call be In order 
with time not king charged agabst 
any pendlnp amendment. that follow- 
lng the votes and the ciLspositlon of 
the Dmforth amendment, we then 
return to consfderatlon of the McCon- 
nell amendment deallnn with the con- 

to. 

move to reconsider the vote. 

motlon on the table. 

Mr. NIITCHEU. Nr. President, I 

Mr. BOREN. I move to lay that 

The motlon to lay on the table was 
agreed eo. 

T h e  PhiESIDINO OFFICER. On the 
them to give up thelr right to conku- 
olcate alth thelr members. 
In eifect, Mr. Prsldent, all thl8 

amendment dces 8.0 turn soft money 
activity into hard money activity and 

vention pagmenta 

out objection. It is 80 ordered 

gest the nbsence of a quorum. 

clerk niu call the mU. 

cas) the roll. 

- 
The PRESIDING OFFICJ3R. Wlth- 

Mr. B O W .  Mr. President. 1 mg- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 

Mr. SFE-. Mr. President. I wk 

folioalng votes. under prevlous order 
votes have been reduced to 10 mhutes 
each. 

Ieave  completely &per&- the 
rights of these 60ltct's to do the non- 
part2ssn rtivitles that the? carry out 
every dny todag. 

Eo thh is the vote on sewer money. 
Mr. gresldent. The uuderlying bUI 
does not do anything about sewer 
money. It attempts to nali pstles. tc: 
restrict partlei, but it does not do 0 
t b  about nonparty soft money. If 
we want to do something abcot that, 
Mr. h l d e n t .  I wIU vote ln favor of 
the McConnelI amendment. 

The PRESIDINO OFFICER. Ali 
Umehrmexulred 

motion to lay on the table nmendment 
of the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
NICEUP&. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
umnimous comxEt that the order for 
the auo& call he n?selndt?d. 

out oblectioa ft I8 so ordered. 
3% pwEsIDRiC3 OZ'FICEZt. With- The btll clerk d e d  the roll. 

Mr. FORD. I announce that the Sen- 
atok from Arkansas [Mr. WYOR~ 19 
absent because of illness. 
Mp. SDmSoN. I announce that the 

Senator from North Camllna Uk?.r. 
H~z.usl is absent due e0 a death in the 

A.ysnD-no. m a  
' b e  PRESIDINQ QFFIC%R. Under 

the ~revious order, the hour of 1:30 
PSL hapins W C i V e d ,  the UUestiOn 
ocu~ls on the motion to table the 
Roth amendment No. 282 

On this puestlon. the yeas and nays 
have been ordered, and the deer% sill 
csll the mn 
T h e  leglsktlve clerk called the POU. 
Mr. FORD. I announce that the 6en- 

ator iron fukansas thW. Ppyolll C 
absent becaw of lllnesl 
Mr. SIMPSON. I announce that the 

Senator from North C a r o m  [Mr. 
EezXsl ds shsent due to 8 death In the 
famlly. 
me result was announced-yeas 79. 

nags 19, b5 follows: 
mueall vote NO. n ug.> 

YEAS-79 

~ 

Mr. BOREN addressed the C U .  
T h e  PBFSIDINO OFFICER. Under 

the previous order. the Senator from 
famay. 

T h e  FRESIDINO OFFICER (Mr. 
Do~D). Are there any other Senators 
ln the Chamber who desire to vote? 

The result was announced-yew 54, 
nays 44.8s follows: 

muw vote No. 78 ug.1 

Kentucky is rscognk.& 
Bsr. BOREX. Do I not have a right 

to make L motlon to request tine yeas 
and nays) 
Mr. X S 0 " L X . L  I would like the 

yew and nayg 
Mr. BO-. Mr. President. I move 

to table the Mmnnefl mendment, 
@.nd aaL for the yeas and napk 

The PFUCSIDINO OFFICER. Is 
there a sufilclent aecond? 

Wen is IS sufficient second. 
T h e  yeas and nays were ordered, 
Bbr. B O m .  b¶r. hesfdent. we nrc 

now wtthln SO minutes of the t h e  for 
votes to be& I eonder if I mlght sug. 
em to mp colleague from Kentucky, 
so thpr we have about II 10-mlnute 
break before we go Into the votes. that 
we W h t  commence conslderatlon of 
ehIs amendment followhg those votea 
He Is  next on the Ut wlth two Ufefi 
ent smenchenk 
Mr. McCONNELt Mr. President. i f  

I mag suggest to the Senator from 
Oklah~% it seems to me it soula 
ctave us time. To fInlsh the list. 8eoa 
tar p)oranz~ lndlcated he will not 
offer hls amendment; 1 have two 
amendments: and Senator Q- has 
one I 

BB~. BOREET. m. miiaent. we W-C 
due to commence at 130 on the votes 
Would the Senator Ilke eo lay d m  
hls 8nmAtmnt now7 How much time 
Lo allocated on the next amendment? 

.. H A M  
Mrton 

w- 
, .  -a . 1 .  

-. 
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SENATE CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM 
(TAX EXEMPTIONS) 

102nd Congress 
1s Session 

BILLNO.: s. 3 AMENDMENT NO.: 272 

TITLE: “Senate 1Election Ethics Act of 1991” 

SUBJECR Boren notion to table the McConnell amendment (to the Boren-Mit&ell,et a!., substitute amendment 
No. 242) which denies tax-exempt status to any organiza~on Oabor organizations, veterans goups, 
trade associations, et&) that participates or intervenes in any pollticail campaign on behalf of, or in 
apposition to, any candidate for public oftllce. 

- t  ._ 
- 

S. 3: Vote Nos. 63374.76-85. 
MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO RESULT: 

. .  

. .  Y€AS (56) 

.. .. y : Domoaats Republicans . .  
(55or100%) (1 or 2%) 

Johnston Hatfield 
Kennedy 

Keny 
Kohl 
hutenberg 
M Y  
Lcvin 
Lieberman 
Metzcnbaum 
MilrulSki 
Rlitcheil 
MOynihao 
Nunn 
PeU 
Reid 
Riegle 
RQbb 
Rockefeller 
Sanford 
SarbaneS 
Sasser 
Shelby 
Simon 
Wellstone w i  
Wofford 

NAKS (41) 
Democrats Republicans 
(0 or 0%) (41 or S8%) 

Bond Loll 
Brown Lugar 
BiEllS Mack 
cilafee MCCXIl 
Coats McConnell 
cochran M d ~  
Cohen Niclcles 
m g  P a c k w o o d  
D’Amaro Pnssler 
Danforlh Ronh 
Dole RUdnaZUl 
bmenici Seymour 
Dmnberger Simpson 
Gam Smilh 
Gonon Specter 
Gramm Stevens 
G m l e y  Symms 
Each fhurmond 
Jeffords w d o p  
Kasebaum Wamer 
Emen 

cmston-2 H e l m 4  
Pryor-’ 

EXPLANAT16AI OFAB§ENCE: 
l-Off~cial Businas 
Z-Nccesn?ily Absent 
3 - I U W S  
4otha 

SYMBOLS: 
AY-Anmuneed Yea 
AN-ANtouneed Nay 
PY-Paid Yea 
PN411iml Nay 

Party Coaheslon Measure of Patty Sumort on this Woae 

DHIIOCl2LS-lW% 
Republicans-98% 

- .. 
For (56) AgainsI(41) 

Dernocra@-55 or 98% 
Republicans-1 or 2% 

DernocraIS-0 or 0% 
Republ icandl  or 100% 

Prepared and Com iled by Senate Democratic Policy Commiitee 
&rge J. Mitchell, Chidman 

Thomas A. Daschle, Co-Chairman 



f@rcapanents of the amendment asserted that the 
public should not have to subsidize the partisan 
political activities of tax-exempt organizations. 
Tar-ewempt organizations formed under section 
501(c) ofthe Internal Revenue Code are actively 
pumkipating in the political process, and by virrue 
of their tax-exempt status are being subsidized by 
the public. Moreover. these organizations are a 
mjor  source of sofr money, they claimed, utilizing 
computerized phone banks. targeted direct mail. 
rnoney-tran$erring schemes and coordinated 
earned media strategies. I f  these organizations 
want to engage in politics. they should tither give 
up their tax-excmpr stotus. or set up a separate 
political action commirtee. 

OppQnePm6S of the amendment pointed out that 
501(c) organizations are required to pay taxes on 
that portion of their income devoted ro poliricul 
activities. The amendment would require these 
organizations to pay tax on their entire income if 
any portion were spent for a political purpose. As a 
result, 501(c) organizations would loose their 
m-exempe status men for inzoming their 
membership about political issues. The amt!ndment 
would q$ecr such organizations QS the Amciican 
Legion, VFW, and N U .  QS well as civic anti 
business leagues, labor unions, agricultural 
organizutions. and fraternal societies. 
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out for support from tliose who t bu t  hard money actually changing 
want to deal wi th  campaign abuse hands for the purpose of influencing a 
rather than simply try to tilt the polit- Federal election and therefore they 
icnl baknce of power. fall under the total limitation as to 

So I hope my colleagues wili acceut how much money could be given. 
this amendment and will not require Under S. 3 no launder would be pos- 
us  to have a rollcall vote o n  it. sible to make these $100,000 contribu- 

I reserve the remainder of my time. tions. for example. through the con- 
Mr. BOREN. Mr. President, how duit of State Darty organlzations for 

much time is remaining on each side? the purpose of influencing Preslden- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The tial elections. No longer would it be 

Senator from Oklahoma has 15 min- possible to do that for the purpose of 
utes. the Senator from Kentucky 11 influencing congressional elections. 
minutes. So. in general, X would like to see us 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. President, I yield find a way-perhaps we did do so in 
to myself as much time as I might re- conference to strengthen these pravf- 
quire. sions even further, as I my, to extend 

Mr. President. I will not prolong them BS much 8s we can without being 
debate on this matter. I know we are lnstrusive to groups in addltlon to PO- 
hoplng to move forward to a vote on litlcal partles that  service conduits for 
final passage as soon as possible. Let soft money contributions. I have no 
me fust  make a few comments. quarrel with that. I would like to see 

amendment from the Senator from That Is the reason when I first 
Texas, It was my hope I t  was an heard about this amendment I hoped 
amendment we could accept, because we might be able to accept it. But in 
certainly many of us on this side of looktng at the o.mendment and In re- 
the aisle. many of us indeed on both searching the amendment particulariy 
sides of the aisle. have a very common as I t  applies to 501kX3) groups. I find 
feeling about very soft money. I feel there are real problems with It. 
very strongly soft money should be I thlnk there are problems with it 
disclosed, from whatever source it even as it relntes to political organiza- 
comes, and I feel that In a very even- tions as well in terms of the 10day ad- 
handed way. vanced notice. This is a tremendous 

It  ma.kes no difference to me wheth- burden that Is going to be placed on 
er It was a soft money expenditure. for any organlzatlon or group to say 10 
example. of a business corporation or days in advance. and rapidly changing 
a soft money expenditure cf a labor political situations. exactly what they 
union. It does not matter which side of intend to do. 
the fence I t  is on or which side of the So I think I t  would certainly be an 
cause I t  is o n  intrusion Into the affair; of private 

I feel we should try to reduce the orgnlzatlons and requiring 10 days of 
impact of soft money as much as possi- advance notice would be burdensome 
ble and, No. 2, to dixlose I t  wherever ln many, many ways. 
we can in an effectlve way without be- But some of the things are already 
comlng unduly intrusive into the right covered. The amendment requires re- 
of free speech and free expression. porting of direct contributions to can- 

That Is why. for example, in S. 3 we didates by corporatlons. labor unions, 
really tlghten up what Is defined as and501(c)(3Ys. 
soft money. The blg loophole in the All of these activlties are already U- 
past. for example. the Presidential legal under current law. I m u m e  no 
elections. and to some degree In the one would report them because they 
senatorial and congressional elections, are illegal. It requries reporting of ex- 
hss been for people to get around the ternal communications relating to spe- 
IimiLatlOn on what  they can give to cific candidates and political parties. 
candidates by giving large sums of That Is also IUegaI under current law. 
money Lo partles. ThIs was done, as It requires reporting the cost of main- 
has been indicated during our debate. taining a politlcal sction committee. If 

It Is a matter that the Senator from S. 3 becomes Zew that would also be il- 
Kentucky has often spoken about- l e d .  
the 5100.000 contributors in the Presi- So that would be ncathlng to report 
dential electlon process by giving there because our hill. If it Is enacted. 
money. laundering money In essence, In a few moments. end if I t  finally goes 
through State psrty organhtions and through the House and Is signed by 
having money spent through cwrdi- the President. would make that prac- 
nated campaigns as soft money in es- tice illegal. 
sence. Both the psrties have e w e d  The amendment requires rewrting 
in tbh pmtice and. as far as 18111 con- of “get out the vote” campaigns and 
cerned. it L; wrow whether it Is done voter reaistration drives on hehalf of 

When I flrst heard about this usfindawaytodothat.  

May 2.9, 1.991 
isclosure of It, but  by prohibiting 

What eoncerns me is th&. The 
it altogether. 

amendment would require reporting 
10 days In advance of external comuni- 
cations with respect to poltical czuses. 
The definition of a political cause at  
this point would be very difficult 
under the act. I w’Ould be concerned to 
leave something that Important to the 
Federal Election Commission or some 
other body or to  the courts to deter- 
mine what a political cause might be. 

sault on the free speech rights of pri- 
vate organlzatlons. Xt would have 
nothing to do with political cam- 
paigns. Under this amendment. not 
only a labor organization or a Corpora- 
tion, but  a 501tc)(3) educational orga- 
nfwtion could not communicate its po- 
sition wilh respect to n political cause 
without 10 days advanced notice. 

We have been hearing from some of 
these organlzations already. For exam- 
ple. let us a suppose the S i e m  Club 
wanted to notify its members or run 
an ad. for example. on clean air le&- 
latlon. Under thii provision they 
would no:. 5e GbIe to do It. that b e b  8 
ooliticd cause. wltiiout 10 days’ ad- 

This could be an unprecedented as- 

vanced notice. 
Cornorations could not place ~n ad. 

for example. against apartheid or 
against higher taxes or even agdnst 
reducing the Federal budget deficit 
without providing 10 days’ advanced 
notice to the Federal Election Com- 
mission. especfally shce lt Is so oncer- 
tain as to how we would define n polit- 
ical cause. 

Mr. President. I t h h k  that many of 
the aspects of the proposal from the 
Senator from Texns are well-Men- 
tioned. But as in the case of the earlier 
amendment by the Senator from Ken- 

exempt status of 501tc) or&- 
tlons-and I realize thls Is debatable as 
we look at the law to InkTJmt the 
law-it ran the severe risk of reducing 
the ability of organlzations to commu- 
nlcate with their own members It Is 
my fear. genuine fear. that under the 
deflnitlon of what 13 Dolitid cause 
would be, tncluding 601tc)(3) omanha- 
tions as well as labor unions and cor- 
vorations. this could h8Ve a chwlng 
effect on the ability of these BfOupG to 
really exercise thelr free speech righLs 
to communicate in terms of a stand 
they wish to take. 

1 do not think a corporation decides 
It wishes to no longer, let us say. invest 
In a boClety where apaxtheld Is p m -  
ticed. wants ko communicste its feebg 
by running an ad on that, 218s to give 

tucky Which acted upon the tax- 

by the Republiau-Party or the Demc- specUic - candldates. That aIso Is advanced notice. 
CratlC Party. barrea a t  least, for 501(c)(3Ys by cur- I do not thlnk the Sierra Club O r  

That is a loophole that needs to be rent law, and we make additional re- some other organizatloh NR& what- 
closed We clase that lmphole in S. 3. strictlons on “get out the vote” drives ever gmuP It  might happen to ,&. 
We Say these kinds of contributions that are contributed to by candldates. should be D U t  In the Dosition Of dvlng 

that much advance notlee If they laundered in essence or made In es- financed by candidates under S.3. 
6ence through a conduft of State party W e  certainly have common ground decide they want  to take a public Wl- 
organFzations shall be treated as if when we are dealing with that. We tion and try to Cnll ai7 their members 
they are not Soft money contributions deal With I t  in S. 3 not by requiring around the countrs to unite behind a 
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oarriculsr activity or a sosition our colleague tells us arc bannrd by nail individual donors. Lo dip 
waticular b21. tmions or corporations. That docs not he Treasury. and to allow all of 

SOmethCS orgnnbtiotu simply do have anythfng to do with Lhk amend- the groups. xhich my friend from 
not find aut about things. even t h i n s  ment. This is about moncy that Is Texas wauld a& ?cast like to disclose. to 
cendiw in Lhe Congress. until it is spent on behalf of candidates and par- operate completely freely. unlimited. 
almost time to act upon them. If they ties. undisclosed. If that is not sewer 
were constrained to take action on Mr. BOREhL Will t k  Senator yield money. I do not know what it Is. The 
something deemed to be a political on my time? f a i ~ u G  to accept these amendments 
cause for a 1 W y  period, it might ~ ' € 1 1  Mr. GRAMM. I will be happy to. but  that have been offered by the SenaWr 
be too late for them to wclgh into the let me fintsh my points. and then I from TexaS and the Senator from 
debate. R i l l  be glad to  yield. Kentucky make this bill ridiculous. U 
So I think. In all honesty. the We have banned one source Of soft it is gohg to be called campaign fi- 

amendment is well-Intentione2 but I money: that Is from political parties. I nance 
urnnot supl~ort it because I think it hope my colleagues understand that p retain the remainder of my time. 
does overreach what I believe is the that Is dearly intended to sffect one M ~ .  BOREN. p~~~ much time rc. 
intent of the sponsor in terms of the pol i t id  party, and that Is the party mainingoneachside? 
way it is drafted. that uses the paarty mechanism. The me PRESIDING 

1! woud say to my good friend from party that USI'S special-interest groups. senator from 0 j a h o m a  has 5 b- Texas that asah. tht; b a matter with and 501(cX3Ys. and labor unlolls is to- uts. 42 m19 senator from 
which I will certainly be willing to tally and absolutely exempt in this bill Kentucky has minutes, 54secon&. work with him in the future. I do not from an form of regulalion. Mr. B O W .  I will not prolone the  
WML him to read my cpposition to All I am nskhg is that we let the debate 
this a m e n h n t  BS being in philosoph- public know what these special-inter- that my colleQme wBB Zittle suspi- I d  disasreement wIth the basic point6 est group3 are doing. We W k  about 
he  makes, because I urn not. We could the chilling effect on E.Cltc)(3Ys clOUs heard the last 'emarks 
find a way to contlme to work on this Should we not ask for a report from that made'Lee me think no 
bllL Thls process is noL over. We will the 501(c)(3) that Wes S85G.000 from One be more surprised lhe 
be harm a conference conmittce. e5 somebody who clearly Is advwatlng an ~ ~ " , i c , ~ $ ~ ~ t c ~ ~ $ e ~ t ~  
Senator DOLE has sald, nnd I t  Is at that interest? 
poht in time when we ~ 3 1 1  be hopeful- Let me rcmind my colleagxes ?hat I architects Of tnIs proposaL been 
13 m h k g  an agrrement with the would m e  to  ban such activity. but getting phone calls *oSt dW 
White EOW in developing a biparti- the other side has already relected from the Democrat*c con- 
S m  cumpromlse that will enable cam- that  but the public has a rlght to mlng me that *$s - v b  
pajgn reform to become law this year. know m e n  someone eves. for exam- lent& opPOsed to the ~roViSiom Of this 

I would be more than willing and en- ple. $850.000 to assist a candidate. Then bill that 
thusiastlc about worklng with the Sen- let the publlc dedde whether they l ~ p h o l e .  In Of prevent& soft 

moacy from being cootributexi ator from Texas betaeen now and thet aynt to be affected t3 that or not. 
t h e  to see If we can fashion some Ian- Under current law, someone can go through the Wate party O ~ f U I h ~ o n  
msge that would be acceptable to out and swn& millions of dollars, and and Other P&Y O r g € d & b n s  as *n- 
both of Us and would do what we are the public never knows they do it. So. dults. s. 3 gOeS a long WW-m fad. 85 
trpZng to do: that would hit the target Mr. Prrsldent. we are taking about far 
without N t t h g  8 Iot of other things. soft money thnt Is spent by nonpolitl- tOta?lY Close Off a O Y  &PiW WCh as 
Bp' Well, and It would QFoid unintended cal parties those thzt were allowed to happen by 
conw?quences. All I m aswg is if you are going to Mr. Keating. We do noE allow m p e  

So. whIle I regret havlng to take this advocate the electlon or defeat of to make huge contributions to -5' 
Wsit!oR let me say that I feel ob1igaC somebody, give publlc notic.? 10 days orRRniztltiOns anmore. t o  W soft 
ed to move to table the amendment of before you do it. tell them who you money throiigh h that m y .  we do 
my able friend from Texas when the are supporting or opposing, whst ywa not allow Members to mise money nor 
Ume ~ Q S  erplred. are going to do. and where you got 501tc1(31 orsaZr~IZ¶~ons that l ~ p e  nlmed 

I reSerPe the remainder of my ti.e. your money. That seems to me. Mr. at getting OUt  the V o t e  In termS Of h- 
Mr. GRAMM. Mr. President. let me President. as legithate as m y  possible flucncing elections. We Would tighten 

make it clear that I can answer each amendment could be. up the bundling requkemenb so Yoill 
Of the issues that have been raised by could not have an Indiddual like Kea& 
QY dear Colleague from Oklahomn Mr. McCONNEZL I thank my Ing go out raking money from s l o t  Of 
airrt of all. my amer.dment has noth- friend for offcring what will now be other PeoDle nnd bun&&? it together 
h x  to do with advocating a position. the third eaendment in this debate. h a bundle to &e to a candidate 
advocating an adlvlty of mernbershlp. going back to k t  summer. And the saying. "Look. 1 have given YOU 
or O P ~  mustlce. M y  amendment majority rejected, both last summer $lOO.OOO and 6200.GOO. became I have 
has to do 5trlctly with rtdvocoting the and a few moments ago. effcrts by this gone out and P&& this znoneY. bun- 
election or defeat of people running side to eliminate soft money altogeth- dIed I t  together. and slvm it to YOU." 
f0r public office and candidates of PO er. Not that tt would restrict the mti- So prOvlsIOn after PrO*On after P m  
litlcal partles. vlt of individuals. They would simply vision in 8. 3 would put tl S b P  t0 that 

So all the srgument about corpora- set w a nonmnncxted PAC and par- $Ind ob netlvlty. 
Uom snd unions communicating to t idpatehthatway.  sa. Indead. I poht out b w COP- 
%heir members has no bearlop. unless NOW the  Senator from Texas has ~eagues on the other side oi the aisle 

PTe mmmualcating in such a way' mme forward and sald. if you ere not that  there has been n o t h h .  absolu(te- 
b ~ s  b advocate the election or defeat of wiuing to ban $t, at lest  are you will- 19 nothing, lntroduoed in anp of the 
a esadldnte or a party, they n-ould be lng to disclose it? AE I llnderstand the bills by those o n  the Other side Of &he 
unaffected. amendment of the Gemtor from alsle&hat woulddoangthlngtOlstop 
Mr. President, I thlnk thnt in the re- Texas, we hear that even here thee Is the use of the  padg Ot'KWlk&lOaLs 

SPOnse to this a~~endment, we see why opposIUon from the other side conduits for this kind OX ,soft moIicY. 
tbk is a totally pBltLFa0 bill. why it Mr. Tresident. you cannot haw n b U  In fad. it Is both POlitiCa PartlC8 thst 
will be vetoed by the Prrsident, if it is that aruS i W  camp- finance have done it. not Just the Renubllcan 
mer adopted by the House. or if the reform that leaves thls pdnd of gaping m y .  I will be quick to say.thaL "he 
COoaforence repont Is ever adopted, nnd loophole. I n  fact, I say to my f r b d  I)emorrstlc M y  has done it, too. &et- 
whv Ushould be defeated. fmm Texas that this bill we are going wng 8100.OOQ c o n t r i b u m  for e-- 

PLrSt of all. we are talking about soft t d ~  vote on was designed by the Demo- ple. and g I V h 3  to Presidential a X 5 -  
money. not direct Contributions. which u a u c  National Committee to nail par- pafgns and to say they are glvlng it to 

me say that I almost 

Case what 

YOU g-d it -OW btat 

I yield the remainder of my time. 

. 
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the State party organizations state tlic facts. and tell the truth they ought not to be doing it. I 
havine the State parties run th about Khat we do. We close the loop- understand a chilling effect. If 
vettising. for cxaniple. in an attempt hole in what somebody called sewer I am going to spend $1 million to elect 
to inffuencc the Presidcntial election. money in terms of what Mr. Keatine somcone. people have a right to know 
no. that is not Just the Republican has done. We make it illegal. illegal for who I am and what I am doing. Then 
Party that has done that. I do not him to operate through a 501(c)(3> or- they can Judge whether to elect the 
think they should attempt to take on ganization in terms of money being candidate or not. 
all that guilt. The Demoncratic Party raised by a candidate for a get-out-the- I understand the distinguished as- 
has done so as well. I say very plainly vote drive: we make i t  illegal for hinl sistant Republiean leader wished to 
that this is a bipartisan problem. and to bundle together contributions; we speak on this subject. 
we reed a bipartisan solution to it. make It illegal for someone like Mr. Let me jut conclude then by saying, 

I Wi l l  go to Page 2 Of the amendment Keating to make contributions Of soft N ~ .  Resident. we have a bill before us 
of the Senator from Texas. if I could money through using the party com- that, remarkably, political par- 
have his attention for a minute. On mittees as a conduit; and no Proposals ties from soft money pol i t id  activi- 
page 2. paragraph (b). which is down from the other side of the aisle would ties but leaves everybody eke able to 
on h e  16 of the amendment of the do that. do it. There Is only one reason that a Senator from Texas, this is what con- I can only say that I believe. to para- bill would do something lwe that and 
cerns me. It talks about: a report phrase the television show of some thatha,henabillIsmotivatedbypzr- would be required 10 days In advance yeam ago. I have just given the facts, tisan advantage. My is a 
on internal and external communlca- nothing but the fact. and there Is fairneSS It should have 
tions relating to speclfic candidates. nothing masterful about it. It b Just been Bccepted. I hope my colleayes politfeaI causes. and political partfes. the truth and we may have the very will Vote for it. 

That is what I was talking about a same Intention. but I would just say that Mem- minutea&o. If theSierraClubnotifies again to my friend from Texas. we bers on the other’slde are going to 
I t s  members about getting geared up hate heard so much about the chilling 
to come and be for clean air legisla- effect on free speech and how we have vote to 
tion. or if some buslness organization to be careful about free expression ’lore living Proof despite the fact 
that thfnks that bill Is burdensome and require 10 days advanced notice that there Is room for legitimate 
wants to notify people to be asahst  It. about any organization wishing to we Ought to be do*g we 
or If a eorporaticn a m t  to run an ad make some comment about a Dolltical amee On Some b2’ that 
wainst aqar?heid, OX’ higher taxes, or cause. I think that is so wlde Open that Is not going to happen here because 
budgct deiiz:?s. CS that not an external it really could have a chlllIng effect. we are seeing a determfaed effor*. to 
commmio.ztion II my :at example. or The PRESIDING OFFICER. The the proca. 
internal In the case of the Sierra Club. time of the Senator from Oklahoma Mr. Mcco”ELL’- xow much time 

remains on the Gramrn amendment? or Natlonal Rlfle Associatlon. or hasexplred. 
Farmers Unlon. or any other group The Senator from Texas has remain- The HUPJDING OFmCER. Two 

minutes and thirty seconds. contaetIng I t s  own members about a Ing 5 mlnutes and 45 seconds. 
bill, Ls that not an lnternal c o m u n l -  Mr. GRAIKM. Mr. President. this Mr. ~cCO”E3.L. I yield that time 
cation about a political cause? 1 bill bans soft money expenditues by to  Senator SIMPSON for corn- 
assume it Is B political cause. The only one group. by only one group. men- on the bill. 
cause of trying to pass or kill legisla- and that group consists of the political Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Presldent. I rise 
tion is certaWy a political cause. I parties whlch are formed for the sole in opwsitlon to the socalled Cam- 
BssUme 8 communication for or purpose of electing candidates. No one Palen fLnanc.2 reform substitute 
against apartheld or budget deficits Is deceived as to what the Republiean amendment. A t  the heart of this le&- 
would be B politlcal cause. Would that Party Is trying to do or what the Dem- lation Is the same “beat UP” and tked 
not be muired to have a 10 days ad- octat M y  IS tryng to do. In fact, all old refcab that the maloritY Demo- 
vanced notlce report? And who would. of the expert campaign finance nego- cratic Party in COnLWXi has been 
in fact. define the term “political tlators agreed that we should softsly crooning to us for Several Ye= 
cause” under the Gram~.1 amendment? strengthen the parties not weaken now. They call this old tune the “Re- 
Would we leave that to the discretion them. former‘s M m h ”  when the real title of 
of the Federal Glection CommIsslon This bill bans political parties from their ragged song and dance should be 
and the courts. or how would that be doing these thlngs but, remarkably, it “the incumbent protection PlaO shuf- 
defined? does nothing to limit the abllity of cor- ne.” I will Outline mY ObjeCtlOnS to 
Mr. G R - W .  Mr. President. if the poratlons. labor unions or nonprofit this legislation and ex?ldn qhy I 

distinguished Senator will yield, we organizations from dolng these things. proud to be a Co-sDoIISor O f  VarlOus Re- 
would leave it to the bame group that This bill does attempt to dose a little publiean alternatives 
defines all of these other terms that blt of the loophole about getout-the- In the Buckley versus Vale0 
we Use in dectlon law. That b the Fed- vote, but nothing In thls bill would sion. the Supreme Court upheld the 
eral Election Comnilsston ta whlch we stop a labor union or a corporation or Federal Election CanPalgn Act of 
give vast new powers under thls bill, to an individual from g l h g  $1 million to 1971 with respect to W t f n g  Of the 
which we give a massive new budget a 501tcH3) to do voter reglstratlon or maximum amount an lndivldual could 
under thls b U  party lD or other activities that are contribute to a campaim. However, 

the Court held that any 1Mts on wr- Why Is It thrt we can dve them all virtually important In camgalgns. 
tl& power to llmlt political parties If a hbor union c o m e  into a State, sonal campaign expenditures were un- 
whlch are formed for the sole purpose as happens every single year in small constitutional. The lower c0MI-t had 
of electing mple to public office, and States-labor unions come in and said the $1.000 in8XfmUm contrfbution 
yet we glve them no power to deal spend hundreds of thousands of dol- was constitutional based on the GOV- 
with sewer money? That is w h a t  I do lars on telephones, enUJne up people, ernment’s Interest La r e d u c b  the 8P 
not understand and that ir, what the advocating the electton or defeat of pearanee of copnrptlon. This Qovern- 
AmerfCm W P l e  wlll never under- candidates. and people w i a  vote never ment interest was SufffClentlY hPOr- 
stend. Our dear colleague b doing a get to know It-how ls allowlng that in tant to ovemme a Person’s freedom to 
KnnSterful Job In presenting a position any way reasonable when you ban a make an Unlimited contribution. HOW- 
thst  Is totally and absolutely Indefen- political party from doing It.? W we ever, the Supreme Court struck down 
sible. are asking here is that people know spending limits and said that the Gov- 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. hesident. wlth all the fwts. emment could not restrict the speech 
due WReCt 1 appreciate the compli- I do not understand the socalled of some persons In order to enhance 
ment of the masterful Job I doing. chilllng effect. If rieople me afraid to the First amendment speech rights of 
It b not masterful when .you get up.. tell the public what they are dolng. others. Nor could the ~ V m u t M ? n t  re- 

- . .  

I am not deceived I 

It. I think again 
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individual organizers who were less 
liely to provide the campaign with 
receipis and other supponing docu- 
ments than were commercial vendors 
hired in traditional campaigns. 

In its Statement of Reasons, the 
Commission pointed out that nearly 
all the campaign’s disbursemennls to 
individuals were supported solely by 
campaign papnvoak; there was no 
documentation from the indiGdual 
payees on how the money was spenL 
Fmhennore, the Commission noted 
that the campaign had adifficult time 
keeping adequate records even for 
expenditures to large commercial 
vendors. 

The campaign m e r  argied that 
checks made out IO traditional 
campaign vendors, such ils direct mail 
houses or sign companies. should be. 
considered qualified campaign 
cxpenses even without any supporting 
documents from the payee. The 
Commission disagreed. stating that 
“the s m t e  and the Comrraission’s 
regulations require that all disburse- 
men& be documented so that subjec- 
tive conclusions based on the identity 
of the payee will not rule. The 
[Jackson campaign] Committees 
[were] held to the same standards as 
the other 1988 presidential commit- 
tees.” 

Other Repayments 
The Jackson campaign also 

disputed the repayment of $10.196. 
which represented the matching funds 
it received for excessive contribu- 
tions. which are not matchable. The 
campap argued that the public h d s  
should be seen as matching payments 
for earlier contributions tiom the 
same donors. The Commission 
pointed out, however, that it can only 
match specific checks submiaed for 
matching and that the campaign had 
not submiUed the earlier checks. 

had to pay $18.953. the pro r a  
p o ~ o n o f $ 6 l , l ~ / i n i n c o m e ~  
penalties. which are not considered 
qualified campaign expenses. Finally. 
the campaign had to pay $1.689, che 
amount of soledated checks never 
cashed by the payees. + 

The Jackson campaibm additionally 

7 - 
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